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ANSWER 


PAMPHLET 


INTITULED 


The Proceedings of the Lower Houle of 
CONVOCATION,@&c.. 


have laboured under great Difficulties in the Diſcharge of 

their Truſt for ſeveral Years, from the Innovations which 

the Lower Houſe have from time to time attempted to make 

in the Proceedings of the Convocation, and the Miſrepreſentations 

they have made of the Upper for not complying with them. This 
e 


1 HE Archbiſhop and Biſhops of the Province of Canterbury, 


has often put the Biſhops upon defending themſelves to the World, 
much againſt their own Inclination. For though they hope they have 
done this with Succeſs, in the Judgment of all impartial Readers, and 
truſt they ſhall always be able to give a good Account of their own 
Conduct in theſe Matters; yet the Task muſt nevertheleſs be very 
ungrateſul, becauſe it can neither be pleaſant to them to find fault 
with the Clergy ; nor can the Church eſcape ſuffering by theſe unhap- 
py Diſputes, though the Biſhops ſhould appear to be never ſo clearly 

on the right ſide of the Queſtion. | 
However, ſince it is the common Intereſt of all Men, eſpecially of 
thoſe that are injured, that Right and Truth ſhould prevail ; and the 
Welfare of the Church does rather more depend upon the good Con- 
duct of its Governours; than that of its inferiour Members; it may be 
of publick Uſe, as well as a piece of Juſtice to the Biſhops, once more 
to ſhew that they have not deſerved to be repreſented ſo 9 
gIOULLY 


(2) 
giouſly as they are in a late Pamphlet, intituled, The Proceedings of ib 
Lower Houſe of Convocation, &c. 

The Deſign of that Pamphlet is to poſſeſs the World with an Opi- 
nion, That as her. Majeſty had been pleaſed to give the laſt Convoca- 
tion not only Powers, but alſo Direction and Encouragement to en. 
ter upon Buſinefs for the Benefit of the Church, and the Advancement 
of true Religion amongſt us; fo they, good Men, had it very much at 
Heart to proceed in good earneſt, and anſwer her Majeſty's pious In- 
tentions : While the Biſhops having no Concern upon them for the In. 
tereſt of Religion, were backward in it, and gave ale Obſtructions 
to it they poſſibly could. 

Were this rhe true Stare of the Caſe, it would indeed be very much 
for the Credit of the Lower Houſe, and as much to the Diſhonour of 
the Upper. But it is hoped, that when theſe Tranſactions are right! 
underſtood, the Caſe will appear to be otherwiſe ; that the greate 
part of that Buſineſs, which was either perfe&ted, or brought near to 
Perfection, was done by the Biſhops, and thoſe Members of the 
Lower Houſe, who have all along been of the ſame Judgment with 
them, and have for that reaſon born their Share of the Reproaches 
which theſe Gentlemen have caſt upon them. 

The Proceedings here propoſed to be examined, are faid to be the 
Subſtance of a 1 drawn up by 4 Committee of the Lower Houſ: 
of Convocation, ht into the Houſe, and received by it, Die Mer- 
cur. 1. Fuly, 171 3. It was brought in the laſt Seſſion of the Convo- 
cation, when there were but Nine Members preſent, and is ſaid in 
their Acts to be read and received; but it is not ſaid that it was either 


examined or approved, or ordered to be printed; nor can one be ſure 


that the Lower Houſe will ſtand to it, as they have not thought fit to 
enter it in their Books which were brought into the Archbiſhop's Re- 
giſter, and ſo have given us no Opportunity of comparing it with 
them. 

However, ſince it paſſes in the World as the Act of that Houſe, we 
muſt be contented to take it as we ſind it, and ſee how well it agrees 
with what is entered upon the Books of both Houſes. The Commit- 
tee ſay. that they, p. 3. Had drawn up the Account according to their In- 
ftruftions, as far as the great Variety of the Matter, aud SHORTNESS OF 
THE TIME would permit; but how ſhort-that Time was, does not ap. 
pear from the Printed Account. Now this Committee was appointed 
Fure 3, near a Month before, when no other Buſineſs was depending, 
and when but one Seffion of Convocation intervened to give them 
any Interruption : So that if any Faults have eſcaped them in this Ac- 
count, the Shortneſs of the Time can hardly be pleaded in Ex- 


cuſe. 
Whether 
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Whether it is a trus Account or no will be beſt ſeen, by ſhewing 
from the Books what was done upon every Head, in that Order in 
which each came before the Convocation. 

Her Majeſty's Letter of Dec. 12, 1710, was brought to the Convo- 
cation by the Archbiſhop, Dec. 1 3. who at the fame time propoſed an 
Addreſs to her Majeſty, which in the firſt Draught took indeed no 
Notice of her Majeſty's Letter. And if any one ſhould happen to read 
no further than the xr1th Page of the Report of the Committee, he 
would be led to think that no Notice at all was taken of it : Whereas 
there was an Addition made by the Biſhops the ſame Day, acknow- 
ledging the Receipt of that Letter, and returning humble and dutiful 
Thanks to Her Majeſty for it. 

And as the further Additions propoſed by the Lower Houſe, came 
not till the next Seſſion two Days after; ſo they could not with any 
Fairneſs in the Reporters, be placed here immediately after their ta- 
king Notice of the Addrefs in the firſt Form, as if the Biſhops had done 
nothing to make thoſe Additions needleſs: Nor will the Notice th 


take of the Addition of the Upper Houſe, p. 33. hinder this from be- 
ing a great Miſrepreſentation. 

But neither are all the Additions which were propoſed by the Lower 
Houſe printed in this Report: The two firft Articles are left out, in one 
of which they propoſe to thank her Majeſty for her Gracious Condeſcen- 
tim in taking Notice of the Cuſtomary Aſſemblies of the Convocation together with 
the Parliament. Why theſe were omitted by the Reporters, or why the 
Houſe choſe to vary her Majeſty's Expreflion upon the Head now 
mentioned, which is printed from the Report in a different Character 
to be the more taken notice of, is beſt known ts the Perſons concern- 
ed; but neither of theſe Proceedings ſeem to be fair. 

As to the Additions themſelves, there is no one who knows any thin 
of the Convocation Controverſy, and conſiders them art all, but mu 
ſee that the Biſhops could not come into them. For as they ought not 
to have thought that her Majeſty's Gracious Letter, which expreſſed a 
tender Concern for the Preſervation of the juſt Rights of all the Members 7. 
the Church, and recommended to the Convocation that their Diſputes might 
ceaſe, was intended either to raiſe new Diſputes, or to prejudice an 
Right of the Upper Houſe : So they eaſily foreſaw that Fad they Ad- 
drefled in the Terms propoſed by the Lower Houſe, they ſhould have 
appeared to contradict their former Opinion and Practice, which they 
had not found any reaſon to alter. 

Thus, though that part which related to the Convocation's Cuſto- 
mary Meeting with the Parliament, was worded with ſome Manage- 
ment, as is before obſerved: Yet it is plain the Biſhops could not 


jun in it, without ſeeming to wn what they could not poſſibly do, 
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while the Evidences to the contrary publickly ſet out in Print, remain. 
ed unanſwered, for no other reaſon, as they ſuppoſe, but becauſe 
they are unanſ{werable. - 

nd as to the Offer of ſubmitting the Diſputes between the two Houſes t 
Her Majeſty's Determination. It muſt be remembred that that Matter 
had been formerly propoſed by the Lower Houſe, and declined by 
the Biſhops, as a Buſineſs improper for them to trouble Her Majeſt 
wich ; and that her Majeſty had alſo declined meddling with it upon 
their ſeparate Application to Her: And therefore they could not 
ſuppoſe the Biſhops would come into that Method now, which both 
Her Majefty and themſelves had before fo juſtly declined. 

Let then any indifferent Perſon judge, whether theſe Propoſals 
were either fair toward the Biſhops, or likely to make thoſe Diſputes 
ceaſe which they plainly renewed. Or whether the Lower Houſe 
could make them with any good Grace, who when they had former- 
ly offered to ſubmit theſe Diſputes to Her Majeſty, did in a few 
Years after refuſe to pay Obedience to Her Majeſty's Letter, writ. 
ten in Maintainance of Her Royal Supremacy, and the due Subordi- 
nation of Presbyters to Biſhops, February 25, 1705. and queſtioned Her 
Majeſty's Power to order the Prorogation of the Convocation, during 
the ſitting of the Parliament. 

As for the other Additions, which were of a general Nature, and 
reſpected the Conduct of Biſhops and Clergy, and the Care of Reli. 
gion, thoſe things were ſufficiently expreſſed in the Form which the 
Biſhops ſent down, as may be ſeen in the Addreſs ic ſelf, which was 
publiſhed a little while after. But that Publication it ſeems, in the 
Opinion of the Reporters, ſhould not have been made; though from 
whomſoever it came it was no more than was neceſſary for the Vin- 
dication of the Biſhops, who found themſelves aſperſed, as they were 
alſo upon a later Occaſion, as wanting in their Duty to Her Majelty, 
And with what Juſtice the Lower. Houſe could complain of the Pu 
lication of an Addreſs intended to Her Majeſty, though not preſent- 
= __ be ſeen more fully when the Repreſentation comes to be con- 
ſidered, 

The next Thing in courſe to be taken notice of, is the firſt Licenſe 
which was ſent by Her Majeſty to the Convocation, Tan. 24. which 
was received with all Graticude and 2 and an Addreſs of Thanks 
to Her Majeſty for it was immediately drawn up by the Biſhops, and 
agreed on by both Houſes, and preſented Fan. 27. But though this 
Addreſs was agreed to by the Lower Houſe Nemine Contradicente, as the 
Prolocutor told the Biſhops, deſiring only to have the Blanks filled up 
with the Clergy ; yet it ſeems it has been ſince found to have been 
defective. ae Biſhops are reflected on in the printed Report, p. ph 
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for undeſignedly forgetting to promiſe that they would agree, as well 
as deliberate and conſider, upon the Matters recommended in Her Ma- 
jeſty's Licenſe. This is indeed a very notable Omiſſion which the 
Lower Houſe has diſcovered upon Second Thoughts, when ſuch a 
Promiſe would have been a great deal too much for the Biſhops to 
have made, had they had more reaſonable Perſons to deal with. But. 
we are told that the Licenſe required it. The Licenſe indeed im- 

powered the Biſhops and Clergy to treat and agree upon ſuch Mat- 

ters as ſnould be recommended to them: But who ever heard of a 

Licenſe requiring to Agree ? Surely theſe Gentlemen did not enough 
conſider the Honour of Her Majeſty, nor the Credit of Her Attorney- 

General, when rather than not cenſure the Biſhops as deficient in their 

Duty, they would fix ſuch a Meaning upon Her Majefty's Licenſe, 
drawn by Her Council learned in the Law. 

But to proceed, 

At the next Seſſion, Jan. 31. the Archbiſhop brought to the Con- 
vocation Her Majeſty's Letter of the 29th, with Heads of Buſineſs 
for the Convocation to enter upon: And the two firſt Heads were im- 
mediately referred to two Committees of five Biſhops appointed to. 
meet a double Number of Members of the Lower Houſe upon each. 


of thoſe Heads. This was done without Delay, though the Biſhops . 
at the ſame time lay under ſome Difficulties'as to the Courſe of their 
p Proceeding, by reaſon of a Difference obſerved in the Quorum of Her 


e Majeſty's Licenſe, compared with former Licenſes granted by the 
5 Crown, which had either named only the Archbiſhop, or with 
0 him ſuch Biſhops as were his Commiſſaries, or in general ſuch 
m Biſhop as ſhould be Preſident for the Time ; whereas this Licenſe made. 
1 two Biſhops who were not of the Archbiſhop's Commiſſaries, nor im- 
power'd to 2 to be of the Querum: Which, beſides the Doubts 
it occaſioned in the Forms of Proceeding, put Her Majeſty to the 
Trouble of granting a new Licenſe, the Biſhops of the firſt Qucrum 
being hindered by Sickneſs from attending the Convocation. 

Her Majeſty's ſecond Licenſe, with a | To Letter containing the - 
former Heads of Buſineſs, was brought to the Convocation Febr. 21. 


nle This ſecond Licenſe had other Biſhops added to the former Quorum; 
ich but yet they were of thoſe who were not Commiſſaries to the Arch- 
nks bilhop : So that the Upper Houſe continued ſtill under their former 
znd Difficulties, not knowing whether it was intended that the Biſhops of 
this the Quorum ſhould preſide in the Abſence of the Archbiſhop, and have 
the a Negative in the Proceedings of the Houſe. For the Reſolution of 
| up theſe Doubts the Biſhops made an humble Addreſs to Her Majeſty, 
een February 28, and preſented it by one of the Biſhops of the Quorum, 


who returned while the Houſe fat with a gracious Anſwer, import- 
ing, 
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ing, That neither of the Things above-mentioned was intended 
- Upon which the two Committees upon the two firſt Heads of Buſi. 
. nefs, which fell with the firſt Licenſe, were immediately revived, be- 
fore they received any Application from the Lower Houſe, the 
Biſhops not ſtarting theſe Difficulties for the 1 Buſineſs, but 
only to have the Way of Proceeding in it plain before them. This 
was the true Reaſon of that little Delay from February 21 to February 
28, and not from February 12, as this Account would inſinuate, 5. 15. 
from the Date of the ſecond Licenſe, without taking Notice 74 it 


came to the Convocation. Nor can it be thought that the Biſhops / 


were too ſcrupulous in this Particular, when there was ſuch an Occa- 
ſion for Doubts, and the Rumours without Doors tended to increaſe 
them; and when even that which did paſs for the clearing them, has 
not hindered the Publiſher of the late Biſhop of Londons Life from 
twice affirming, that by Virtue of theſe Licenſes his Lordſhip was di- 
rected to preſide in the Abſence of the Metropolitan. 

The next Seſſion, March 2, Committees were appointed upon three 
other Heads of Her Majeſty's Letter : And it muſt be owned that the 
Convocation was now fully employ'd, having five Heads of Buſineſs 
going-on at the ſame time. Let us fee then what Progreſs they made 
in it. | 


The Drawing up a Repreſentation of the preſent State of Religicn among un, 


with regard to the late exceſſrve Growth of Infidelity, Hereſy, and Profaneneſs, 
being the firſt Head in Her Mates Letter, and firſt — * 
Committee of both Houſes, Jan. 31, is in order to be firſt taken 
notice of, though the Repreſentation it ſelf came laſt into the 
Houſe of all the Heads of Buſineſs which were referred to the ſeveral 
Committees; for it was not reported till March 21, ſeven Weeks af- 
ter the firſt Appointment of the Committee, and but a little before the 
Receſs at Eaſter ; though falling into the Care of one eminent Mem- 
ber of the Lower Houſe to draw it up, it was expected ſooner. 

When it came into the Upper Houſe it was generally diſliked, as 
being too long, and too much in the Declamatory Way, much more 
than became the Gravity of the Synod, as it alluded to ſeveral Fas 
not generally known, nor duly ſupported, and omitted other Things 
proper for the Notice of the Convocation : And it was the Opinion 
of the Houſe, That whatever Repreſentation they made, it ought to 
ſand clear of theſe Exceptions. , 

Bur as the Buſineſs of Mr. Vbiſton now came on, and the other 
Heads of Buſineſs took up the Time of the Houſe, they came to 
no final Reſolution about it till A4 16, when after it had been te. 
dnced by a former Order of the Houſe into a leſs Compaſs, and 
made more ſuitable to the Judgment of the Biſhops, it was agreed to, 
and ſent down to the Lower Houſe, This 


(2 

This was indeed almoft four Months after Her Majeſty had re- 
commended this Matter to both Houſes, as is obſerved with Re- 
fletion on the Biſhops in the Proceedings of the Lower Houſe, p. 34. 2 
Reflection that might have been 4 conſidering that the Biſhops 
waited for it ſeven Weeks while it was aring in the Hands of a 
Member of the Lower Honſe. And if it be remembred at whit 
Time it came at laſt, and what Alterations were thought neceſſary 
to be made in it, and that ſeveral Biſhops were gone out of Town, 
the latter Part of theſe four Months will be better anſwered for than 
the former can be. 

But let us go on to ſee how this Repreſentation was received in the 
Lower Houſe. May the 25th, they tell the Biſhops, They bad before tbem 
two Draughts of a Repreſentation, &c. one delivered in, March 21, by their 
Members appointed to aſſiſt at the joint Committee where it bad been wnani-- 
mouſly agreed on, &c. the other communicated by their Lordfhips May 16. 
© That notwithſtanding there were in both many Paſlages, not only in 
© Subſtance but even in Expreſſion the ſame ; yet in other reſpects 
© there was a very conſiderable Difference between them and 
© that the Diſpofition of Matters in the latter differed ſo very much 
© from the former, that the making an exact Compariſon (ſo as to 
form a diſtin Judgment, how far it might be proper to agree or 
* diſagree) ſeemed to be a Work that required more Time than they 
* could reaſonably preſume to have before a Royal Prorogation. They- 
therefore deſired, for more Expedition, that the Biſhops would be 
* pleaſed to ſignify to them what Alterations they thought fit to be 
made in the ſeveral Parts in that Order in which the Matters were 
laid before the Biſhops from the joint Committee, this being the Me- 
*thod obſerved by them in all like Caſes, and manifeſtly tending to 
* Clearneſs and Diſpatch. | 

This is a faithful Abridgment of the Paper they brought to the Up- 
per Houſe upon this Occalion ; and it ſhall be examined accordingly, 
that it may be ſeen whether theſe Reaſons, which are referred to in the 
printed Report, p. 35. are ſo SO that they can ſcarce fail of ſatisfying 


any judicious and impartial Peruſer. 


before them, which the Bifhþps could by no means agree to, becauſe 
the Draught prepared in th& joint Committee was not properly before 
them as the Subject of their Debate, there being but one proper Repor- 
ter from a joint Committee of both Houſes, and he one of the Biſhops 
that was of it; and conſequently there could be no Paper upon this 
Head before the Lower Houſe for their Conſideration, but what came 
irom the Upper; Were it otherwiſe, the Lower Houſe might proceed 


upon ſome Copy that ſhould be given them by any of their own * 
| ers 


lu the firſt place they 5 They had two Draughts of a Repreſentation 
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bers who were of the Committee, aud ſend it up to the Upper, wich 
ſuch Alterations as they ſhould think fit to make in it; and on the 
other ſide the Biſhops, no doubt, might do the like; and then what 
Proſpect could there be of agreeing upon any? Every one mult ſee that 
ſuch a Method would produce nothing but Confuſion. 

But as the Report from the joint Committee does, without all perad- 
venture, come regularly before the Upper Houſe, ſo it is as certain that 
they have full Power over it, and are not in the leaſt ty d up by the 
Opinion of the joint Committee, how unanimous ſoever : Though 
this boaſted Unanimity was really not ſo, but a bare Acquieſcence, 
after ſeveral Endeavours of ſome Members of both Houſes to mend 
the Form there, upon a Proſpect and indeed an expreſs Declaration 
that there could be no Hopes of its paſſing the Upper Houſe without 
great Amendments. 

The Draught therefore ſo altered as it was by the Upper Houſe, was 
the only proper Subject of the Debate of the Lower Houſe, who, if 
they were under any Difficulty from having to Draughts before them, 
muſt thank themſelves for it, as having been the only Authors of it. 


| 

It is true, the Upper Houſe had not Occaſion to make the like Al- 
terations in the Papers that came from the joint Committee upon ] 
the other Heads, as they conſiſted but of a few Articles diſtinct in d 
Matter, and none very long, and as they happened to be agreed to by WW 
the Houſe with ſome ſmall Amendments : Yet they never thought but th 
that they might have made the like Alterations in them too, had they th; 


ſeen any Occaſion for it. ' 

The — Article in any of theſe Papers was the ſecond in that 
about Terriers, which after it was paſſed the Upper Houſe, and ſent 
down to the Lower, they deſired it might be ſo amended, as in 4 
Paper brought up by them was expreſſed: And then they lay before the 
Biſhops that long Article in their own Form, without obſerving thoſe 
Rules they preſcribed to the Biſhops in the Caſe of the Repreſentation, 
And the like they did in other Caſes that will be mentioned; though 
they were under thoſe Rules in regard to Papers ſent from one Houle 
to the other to be conſidered by them, while the Biſhops had no ſuch 
Rules over them as to Papers that came from a Committee, but were 
— full Liberty to make any Alterations they thought neceſſary i 
them. 

And as to the Point of Expedition, certainly it was eaſier ſor tit 
Lower Houſe to make ſuch Amendments as they thought proper il 
the Repreſentation ſent down by the Biſhops, as the common Forms d 
Procezding did alſo require, than it was for the Biſhops, beit 
then but few, as the Lower Houſe obſerved, to go again over a Paſt 


which they were no way obliged to review, and which they had! 
Teac 


ready ſound. the could — through to their Satisfaction in the Me- 
thod which the Lower Houſe, without any juſt Reaſon, expected. 
this means it came to paſs that no 1 was agreed on be- 
tween the two Houſes, not through any Fault of the Biſhops, who had 
gone their Part, but by the Lower Houſe inſiſting contrary to the De- 
ign of Her Majeſty's Letter upon Forms and Methods of Proceeding, that 
muſt be confeſſed in the preſent Caſe to have been at leaſt unneceſſary, 
though by the foregoing Account they appear to have been allo 
Fregular. | | | | 4 | 
Bur though the two Houſes agreed on no Repreſentation, yet that 
Form of it which had been prepared in the joint Committee was too 
much the Favourite of the Lower Houſe to be loſt in the Diſpute: And 
therefore we find it publiſhed in a little timo after, as great Fault as 
there is found with the Addreſs to Her Majeſty — * the Biſhops 
at the Opening of this Convocation for being publiſhed without be- 
ing preſented; Now all Addreſſes deſigned for Her Majeſty, are alſo 
deigned to be publiſhed, in Teſtimony of the Duty that is expreſſed 
to Her in them. But had the Lower Houſe the ſame Reaſon to pre- 
N ſume that the Repreſentation, if preſented, was alſo to be publiſhed ? 
It was certainly intended ſor the Information of Her Majeſty as to the 
State of Religion and 17 amongſt us, that She might take ſuch 
h Meaſures as She in her Wiſdom ſhould think fit for the Promotion of 
wu the one, and the Suppreſſion of the other; but ic is not ſo certain 
that the Publication of it would tend to either of theſe Ends. And 
Wwhat Neceſſity then were any Members of the Lower Houſe under 
at o cauſe or ſuffer this Repreſentation to be printed? Was there no way 
Co ff reforming the Nation without painting the Wickedneſs of it in 
olours ſo much more diſmal than it really deſerved 2 And did the 
16 onour of the Clergy require it ſhould be ſo deſcribed ? Or was it 
thoſe o the Advantage of Religion that ſome were provoked by it to vindi- 
Aion. e the Nation from ſuch a Repreſentations ? Whatever was the In- 
_ cement, the Publication of this occaſioned the Printing of the 


Hod ber, as altered by the Biſhops ; and the World then was, and is ſtill 

© ſuch f to judge which of the two Repreſentation was fitteſt to proceed 

t wer em a Synod of Biſhops and Clergy ; and whether thoſe of the 

far is BR, Houſe could have _ good Reaſon to reje that which was 
nt down to them by the Biſhops.” + . 


for d The ſecond Head of Buſineſs recommended in Her Majeſty's Letter 

oper that about regulating Proceedings in Excammunientien, upon which the 

orm d ja Committee was revived, Feb, 28, 1710, and a Report was made 

„ berth - March 9 following, when'the Upper Houſe, after ſome A- 

a Pap mapper 2 to it, and ſent it to the Lower Houſe as the Reſo- 
| 1 


ſhops on that Head. March 14. the Prolocutor brought 
up 
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(10) 
«ber Amendment made by the Lower Houſe to the ſirſt Article only 
of this Paper, which related to ehe obtaining an Act of Parliament 
upon this Head, and they were pleafed to put the Biſhops in mind of it 
again, March 24 before they had taken any notice to the 
Heuſe of the reft of that Paper. This they did not do till — — 
171: So that this Paper which was difpatched fo early by the Upper 

louſe, lay above # Month in the Lower; and when it came back. 
the Biſhops were ſo taken up with the Affair of Mr. bien, and did 
alſo find ſuch Difficulties bn ſettling = Matter — of all juſt Fx. 
ceptions, (a great one in their Opinion lying again the very Amend. 
ment made by the Lower Houſe) that they did not proceed any 4 
cher in it at this Meeting of the Convocation, which drew toward 
a End, than the inting a Committee to conſider it again. And 
this Delay cannot furely be imputed to the Biſhops as a Fault, when 
theſe Reporters ſay, that the Lower Houſe found ſuch Difficulties in it, 4 
beve not hitherto been ſurmounted by the Wiſdom and Application of ſeveral 
Ages both in Parliament and Comvocation, BD 16. The great Endeavours 
they fog, p- 17. they uſed toward the ſurmounting theſe Difficulties 

dd not belong to this Year, thongh as they reprefent them, without 
wit fees of Time, the Reader may be led to imagine they do. 
he Draught of an Act de Contumace capiendo, prepared by the Lower 

Houſe, was Ib far from ever lying before the Upper Houfe, that i 

was not only never — to it, but never ſo much as ſettled in 

the Lower. And when they ſay that the Paper wluch they did bring 
up, April 16, lay before the Biſhops ac leaſt ten Months, they do not 
acquaint the Reader that the greateſt Part of this Time was in the long 

Receſs of the Comocation, and that the Biſhops gave them their 

Thoughts upon that Subject at their firft Entrance on Buſineſs at the 

=" "KT ;. of which more when we come to the TranſaQtions i 

that Year. 

The third Head of Buſmeſs.in Her Majeſty's Letter was, 


Preparing a Form. 

For the Viſttation of Priſoners, and particularly condemned Perſons. 

Fer admitting Comverts from the Church. of Rome, and ſuch « ſu. 
renounce other Errors. 


For reſtoring theſe who ba ve relapſed. 


This Head was as the Reporters ſent, thongh inaccurately, 
ferred to the Archbiſhop, and by his Grace referred back to the Us 
vocation, and after that appointed to be confidered againſt the! 
Meeting, and muſt therefore be further aeceunted for in the Im 
4Rions of the next Tear; the Convecation having already more 


(11) 
nth pon their Hun chan they could diſpatch in che Time thac 
be bon Head of Buſineſ was, © : 


The ef abliſhing of Ro Deans, Ace. 


What was prepared upon this was ſetiled by the Biſhops from the 
Repote of the joint Committee March 14, and delivered to the Lower 
Youfe the 16th, where it Tay a full Month before the Biſhops heard of 
it again, April 16, 1711, when the Lower Houſe brought up ſeveral 
Amendments to it, Theſe Amendments were confidered by _— 
per Houſe, and all of them agreed to, beſides two which related to the 
Diſplacing of Rural Deans, and an Anſwer to the Lower Houſe was 
given accordingly April 25. Ten Days after this, May 5, the Lower 
Houſe brought up 2 Paper of Reaſons why they could not to the 
Amendments the Biſhops made to their Amendments, which Paper 
was anſwered at large dy the Biſhops thirteen Days after, May18; in 
which Anfwer the Biſhops-deeldre their Readinef to enter into the 
Conſideration of an) 3 nt, and to receive any Propoſals from 
the Lower Houſe about it. To this the Lower Houſe made no An- 
ſwer till ſeyenteen Days after, Fun. 5, juſt at the End of the Comro- 
cation; and all the Expedient propoſed was entirely dropping the 
Thing, which there were filficient Reaſons againſt, had there 
Time to have offered them. 

It would be too much to trouble the Reader with all the Papers 


= that paſſed between the two Honfes upon this Head, which the 
at the WY Biſhops would otherwiſe be glad ſhould appear, to ſhew'that-they in- 
ons of MY fifted on nothing but what is found in the Caſe of moſt, if not all the 


Rural Deans that remain, and what was agreeable to the Canen paſſd 
in 1571 upon this Matter, when the State of Rutal Deans was Cotter 
underſtood, the Office remaining then in many more Dioeeles that ic 
| does now. And ſo much the Biſhops thought chat the Regard they 
owed to their Office required of them, eſpecially at a Time when they 
law ſo many of the Clergy every Day making new Attempts in Di- 
minution of it. | 

However, it may not be amiſs to obferve, that during the'Tranſ- 
tion of this Affair from the Day of the Report from the joint Com- 
mittee, which diſpatched it in good time, it lay two Months at ſe- 


ly, 
= eral times before the Lower Houſe, while it did nor ſtay in the Upper 
the! ouſe half that time. So forward were the Clergy, and ſo backward 
e Tue Biſhops in the Difpacch of the Buſineſs before them. 
2076 The fifth Head of Bufinefs was, The making Proviſion 41 and 
e Upper Heuſe 


anſmittiug more exatt Terriers. And the Reſojution of 
| B 2 upon 


61420 
upon the Paper that came from the joint Committee upon this 
was ſent to — Lower March 16, where it lay till April 18 © tae 
Biſhops heard of it again. In this Paper, the firſt Draught of which 
was owing to the Pains of a Biſhop, the Lower Houſe made ſeveral 
Amendments, notwithſtanding the Unanimity with which it paſſed 
not only the joint Committee, but alſo the Upper Houſe. And the 
| ſecond Article of it was not mended by the Lower Houſe in the Me. 
thod of — to what they would have added, or what they would 
have left out, as they expected the Repreſentation, ſhould have been 
altered by the Biſhops, though coming from the Committee only: 
But it was drawn anew and much enlarged, and the Biſhops were 
left only to conſider whether they would reject or take the new Ar. 
ticle as it was, or offer any Amendments to it. 8 | 
I This is not obſerved as if the Biſhops thought the Lower Houſe were 
not at Liberty to alter what came from the Upper, how unanimouſy 
ſoever paſs'd, both in the Committee and Upper Houſe : But to ſhew 
-how unreaſonable thoſe of that Houſe who took this Liberty were in 
expecting that the Biſhops ſhould obſerve thoſe Forms in conſiderin 
a Paper that came from a Committee, which the Clergy themſelves ad 
not obſerve in one that came from the Upper Houſe, where the Rule 
ought to have taken Place. | ber 
owever, it was not this Objection that hindered the Biſhops from 
going on with that Paper, but meerly want of Leiſure, as they were 
now engaged in three other Matters which took up their Time, 
Two of theſe Matters have been accounted for already, and we ſhal 
quickly come to the other, when a little has been ſaid to the laſt Head 
of Buſineſs in her Majeſty's Letter. | 
The ſixth Head was the Regulating Licenſes for Matrimony. And 
the Papers upon this Head, both as to Canons and the Form of a 


Act to be deſired of the Parliament, were, after two or three Mee. 
ings of the joint Committee, drawn up by one of the Biſhops, an l 
approved by the Committee; and after having been conſidered, and 1 


received ſome Amendments in the Upper Houſe, they were deliveredi 
the Prolocutor March 21. Of theſe Papers the Biſhops heard nothing 
till May 5, 1711, above fix Weeks after, when the Lower Houle di 
not bring up the Papers the Biſhops ſent down with a Note of {uct 
Amendments as they propoſed, but drew the ſeveral Articles over agg 
as they deſired they ſhould ſtand, according to the Liberty they tov 
with the Paper before: It might be to ſhew that they themſelves wer 
free to do what they would with the Papers of the Upper Hou, 
though they expected the Biſhops ſhould be bound to obſerve Fam 
even wich thoſe which came from the Committee. For otherwiſe vi 
would think that after theſe Freedoms uſed by themſelves, they ſox 0 


| 
(13) g 
zaſiſt to have the Biſhops fig what Alterations they thought fit to be made 
1115 Repreſentation 1 | . of it tn act Ordes is A q 
wm the joint Committee? However this would not have hindered the Bi-- Þ} 
ops from proceeding upon theſe Papers fo altered, had there been 
time for it, tho' they might wich much more Reaſon have declined it 
upon this Account, than the Lower Houſe could make ſuch Alterati- 
ons the Ground of their rejecting the Repreſentation of the Upper. 
The Reporters are indeed very ſhort in the Account they give of 
theſe two laſt' Heads, They only ſpeak of their Labour upon the 
fib, and the great Pains they took with the Sixth, when the Buſineſß 
upon both theſe Heads were prepared and drawn up - two of the ob- 
ſtructing Biſhops, and then ſettled in the Upper Houſe ; and the 
Alterations which the Lower Houſe made, tho they were enough to 
ſhew their Authority, as has been obſerved, did not carry ths Marks. 
of ſuch Labour and 'Pains as is talked of, eſpecially confidering how 
long the Papers were in their Hands. t USAC 
What they call agreeing to Canons upon the laſt of theſe Heads, was 
in Truth their diſagreeing to thoſe that were fet down by the Bi- 
ſhops: and indeed they acted in this whole Buſineſs as if they really 
thought, what is affirmed in the — — this Report, that her 
Majeſty's Licenſe did require the Biſh oy to agree with them, but not 
that it required them to agree wich the Biſhops. 97136 en A 
But their Zeal was not confined, it ſeems, to the Difpatch of that 


Bufineſs only which her Majeſty recommended to the Convocation; 

but was ſhewn, in their entring upon other weighty Matters of their 

own meer Motion: And the firſt they tell the World of is the-Drawght 

Go Canon and At of Parliament for the —— .of © Charity ' Schools; 
w o 


e Reader would no doubt, upon this Vie things, be apt to 
imagine, that this Draught, ſaid to have long ſince received their laſt 
Hand, and lain before their Lordſhips, and ſtanding before the build- 
ing of fifty new Churches; was really before it, and the firſt volunta- 
ry Buſineſs that was done: But he will find: himſelf much miſtaken if 
he thinks to underſtand the Order of Time in whieh things paſſed, from 
this printed Report, where the Dates are generally ſuppreſſed';; unleſs 
ſome Advantage to the Lower Houſe, or againſt the Upper, is to be 
gained by obſerving them. They did indeed appoint a Committee 

upon this Subject the firſt Year, and made an Application to-the Up- 

hey to per Houſe to conſider of it; but the Draught they ſpeak of was made 

hes wer and 9 up the Year following, and ſhall be accounted for in its 

NY Uo roper Place. Oo 77” n off] 

4 BY The Biſhops indeed did not do any thing in this Buſineſs this Vear, 

Jil both becauſe their Hands were full with that which was recommended 

10 oP? her Majeſty's Letter, and the Affair of Mr. Vbiſton, which was a- 
Y 10 | | „ greeable 
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other Reſtraints, that might create Diffi 


, 0 14) 


Fe de it; gd t l icy hought the Thiele Schook mar 
tkely to go on ſucceſsfu ly.if they Were l t to that ree rection and 
Enceuragement they were under, to which the Biſhops had contribut- 


Manner, than if chey were brought under any 


ed in an exemp 
es in the gement of 


them. 


4 bo the Buſinels of the, den Cliurches, che Lower Houle did in. 
deed lead the way, taking one by then | impro 
per for them to go, ag for any to blow them. | 


elves in which it was as impro- 


They made an Addreſs to the of Commons, with who 
they. have no regular Intercourſe as a Houſe of Convocation, = 
I it to the Speaker, Feb. 28, without conſulting the Upper 
Houſe : which the Biſhops have the leſs Reaſon to take ill, becauſe 
they not only paſſed by the, Houſe of Lords in like Manner, but 
overlooked her Majeſty alſo, who he to have been firſt ap- 
plied to in this Caſe, But by the 23d of March they were ſenſible of 
their Error, and applied to the Biſhops for niending it in Part, by re. 
queſting that they might be permitted to.join with them in an Addreſ; 
to her Majeſty, humbly delnagg her Majeſty to recommend this Mat- 
ter to the Houſe of Crrmons.. The Biſhops had before they received 
this Requeſt agreed upon an Addreſs to her b recommend it 
to ber Parliament, which was at the ſame time delivered. to the Prolocu- 
tor, and afterwards agreed to and preſented by both Houſes: So that 
after all this flouriſhing of the Lower Houſe, the firſt regular Step tha 
was taken in this Mares, was hen by the Biſhops 3 but the Zeal of 
the Lower Houfe muſt attone for the Miſtakes it led them into. 


A third thing which theſe Reporters ſay took its Riſe originally from the 
Lower Houſe was the Buſmeſs of Mr. Whifton, p. 28; and yet the Biſhops 
appointed a Committee to conſider that Matter Moreb 14, which wa 
the: Sefion before they received any Application from the Lower 
Houſe about it. It appears indeed by the Lower Houſe Books that 
they appointed a Committee for ſuch an Application Aareh 9, and i 
does not — — by the Upper that 22 thing was done upon it that 
Day, as nothing is entered but what has ſome Order upon it. ht. 
thereſore this as it will, a diſtinct Account of the Progreſs of this A. 
fair will abundantiy ſhew that the Biſhops were not flack in purſu 
it, as far as they ſaw any clear Warrant for their Proceeding upon it. 
The Committee appointed by the Biſhops to conſider this Caſe, ſoa 
came to an Opinion, upon fuch a View as they were able to take it 
the Time, of the Precedents they enquired into, That rhe Archbiſhop al 
Biſhops in Convocation bad Power 10 *. in Matters of this Nature ; tho 1 
Firms of Proceeding did not clearly appear to them. This Opinion " 
agre 


(15) 
to by the Houſe, and laid before the Archbiſhop. for his 
Judgment and Direction upon it. e in 
a8 liecls time as could be expected, that judicious Letter of the Arch- 
bikop, which Mr. Vbiſtom foon after publiſhed, and which occaſioned 
that Addreſs co Her Majeſty, for the removal of the great Difficulties 
that were ſuggeſted in it, in relation to the Pr ing againſt the 
Perſon of Mr. Whifton in Convocation, as the Law now ſtood, | 
This Addreſs the Reporters tell us, p. 42. the Lower Houſe complain- 
ed of, and they did indeed agree upon ſuch a Complaint the laſt Seflion 
of this Meeting of the Cotwocation, June 15, 1711, in theſe v 
extraordinary Terms, Yowr 3 not bot 7 ſmce were pleaſed, without any 
Notice taken of this Howſe, to make an Application to the Throne, which in 
the Conſequences of it could net but greatly affect the Furiſdiction of the Court 

Comuocation, of which Court this Houſe is an efſential Part. We think our 
elve⸗ obliged to declare, that in theſe Caſes (a) the Conſent of our Houſe was 
g requiſite, nor could we ſuffer our ſel ves to be any longer ſilent, leaſt repeatad In- 
| fances of this Kind, if unebſerved, ſhould prove prejudicial to the Rights of 
the Clergy. 9 1 

Woutd any Man think that the very Men who complain in this man- 
ner, had ſome Months before, made a ſeparate Application to the 
Houſe of Commons, with whom they had no Legal Communica- 
tion, not in neglect of the Biſhops only, in three of whoſe Dioceſes 
theſe Churches were to be built, but even of the Houſe of Lords and 
the Queen? Can they pretend to ſay that the Biſhops were not as 
much concerned as themſelves in the building of new Churches, when 
they were not only Members of the Upper Houſe of Convocation, 
but alſo Lords of Parliament. It did therefore certainly very ill be- 
come them to make this Complaint, though the Biſhops had made a ſe- 
parate Addreſs to Her Majeſty, as much in Neglect of them, as they had 
Addreſſed in Neglect of the Biſhops in a leſs proper Place; and they 
hould have treated their Biſhops as gently at leaſt as their Biſhops 44 a 


them in the former Cafe, who helped them to rectify their Error; 
dut never reproached them with it? But when this Addreſ that is ſo 
much eomplained of, comes to be more fully conſideted, it will ap- 
pear that che Lower Heuſe had no Injury done them. 7 hi 

The Difficulty before the Upper Houſe was that of Citing the Perſon, 
and this was principally, if not ſolely the Archbiſhop's Concern: He 
ſtared it to che Upper Houſe, and propoſed to his Brethren'to conf- 
der whether it was not the proper Subject of an Addreſs to Her Ma- 


1— 


(s) The other Ciſe was that of the Archbifhop's laying the Judgment upon 


Mr. Whiftes 1 F 1 : by. : - 
if which - eee Quern, before it was ſuhſeribed by ö 
3 


(we) -. 

jeſty for the removal of it. They were of that Opinion, and a; 
my an: Addreſs accordingly, which was preſented from the Ad 
ſhop and themſelves. They neither did then, nor do they yet think 
che Lower Houſe concerned in any part of the Citation; not᷑ did they 
find in all their Search afcer Precedents, any Footſteps of Perſons 
being cited by Authority of Gonwocation, as the Lower Houſe deſired 
Mr. #hiftou might be, May 30, 1711, while his Docttines were under 
Examination. When the Lower Houſe. are able to produce any Proof 
of their having had any part in the Citation of Perſons to appear be- 
ſore the Archbiſhop in Convocation, they may then have ſome pre- 
tence. to call themſelves an Eſſential Part of the Juriſdiction of the 
Court of Convocation : but till then, the Biſhops muſt be left at Li- 
herty to think them ſo far from being a neceſſary Part of that Judica- 
ture; which may be exerciſed in Convocation: whatever that be, as to 
take them, properly ſpeaking, to be no part of it at all. 

But to go on; This Addreſs which gave the Lower Houſe ſuch Of- 
fence, was graciouſly received by Her Majeſty, and She was pleaſed 
to refer the Matter to her Judges and Council learned in the Law, and 
to tranſmit their Opinions to * Archbiſhop, as ſoon as they came to 
Her. And it is true, that eight very eminent Judges, with the Attor- 
ney and Sollicitor-General gave their Opinion, That 4 Furiſdifim in 
the matter of Hereſy might be exerciſed in Convocation, and four Judges only 
were of a contrary Opinion. And here the Clergy of the Lower Houle 
think they have ſuch an Advantage againſt the Biſhops, as muſt fix an 
indelible Reproach upon them, for not ſummoning Mr. Hbiſton to ap- 
pear before them. To make this Reproach ſtick the faſter, theſe Re- 
porters repreſent the Biſhops: as telling the Queen in their Address, 
That they thought themſelves bound in Duty to God, Her Majeſty, &c. to 
call 'the ſaid William Whiſton before them, in order to his Amendment or Ex- 
clufion. The Biſhops did indeed uſe theſe Words in their Addreſs, but 
thoſe which immediately follow them, and which it was not for the 
Purpoſe of theſe Reporters to take Notice of, expreſs. the Doubts they 
were in concerning their Power : and muſt therefore; interpret their former 
Words to be upon the Suppoſition that that Matter was cleared; to 
have which done, was the very reaſon for which. they. addreſſed. 

And therefore the whole Queſtion before us at preſent is, whether 
this Matter was ſo cleared by the Opinions that were ſent to the 
Biſhops, as to make it adviſeable for them to proceed in that way? lt 
has been acknowledged that the Opinion of ten eminent Perſons fa- 
voured a Juriſdiction in Convocation in this Caſe, and that but four 
were againſt it, © FOOTY ts 

But if it be conſidered that the Opinion which favoured. it, did it 
only in general Terms, that it reſerved an Appeal from the Convoct- 
5 1 tion, 


(1 ) 
tion, and to the Judges a Liberty of altering their Opinion upon fur. 
ther Conſideration, and that the Opinion of the other four Judges was 
expreſly againſt it; it cannot be imputed to the Biſhops as a Fault, 
that they did not proceed to cite the Perſon under ſo great an Un- 
certainty, eſpecially when their declining to do it in this manner, did 
not ſtop the Courſe of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline, but left open a plain 
and unexceptionable way to come at this or any other Offender in the 
ordinary Courts, | 

To make the Opinion of the Four Judges go for nothing, theſe Re- 
porters trample very indecently upon the. Aſhes of one of them ſince 
dead, that they may, as they think, expoſe the Biſhops the more for be- 
ing prevailed on by the Weight of Her Majeſty's Learned Fudge Sir Salathiel, 
with three others. TT hat this was intended for a Reflection, both the 
n2ming him only, who was the laſt of the Four, as they had before 
done, p. 30. and the Printing it here in a different Character, put ic 
paſt doubt: though that Judge did not deſerve that Mark of Contempt 
in the Opinion of thoſe of his own Profeflion ; nor if he had deſerved 
it, was it juſt or decent to endeavour to involve the other Three in the 
ſame Irony with him. But the Gentlemen of that Robe muſt not ex- 
pect better Uſage from theſe Men, than they afford to their Superiours 
of their own, when they ſtand in their way. 

It is not the Intention of any of the Biſhops to caſt the leaft Reflec- 
tion upon the Judges, whoſe Opinion they did not think Security e- 
nough for their Proceeding in the Manner that ſeem'd to be expected. 
Nay, they acted in truth more conformably to it, as they have a great 
Honour for them, by referring that Point to further Conſideration, as 
thoſe Judges reſerved ic to themſelves. And it does indeed deſerve to 
be throughly conſidered, whether the Convocation (excepting in the 
particular Caſe that is provided for by 24 H. 8. which expreſly re- 
ſerves the final Appeal to the Upper Houſe of Convocation) is a 
ny otherwiſe an Eccleſiaſtical Court of Judicature, than as the Arch- 
biſhop makes it his Court of Audience, and calls his Comprovincials to 
afiſt him, and takes (if he pleaſes) the Conſent of the Lower Houſe (as 
he has alſo of the Univerſities) which he has ſometimes dcne, and ſome- 
times cmitted; a Cafe that could never have happened, had the Lower 
Houſe been, as they now claim to be, An F//ential Part of the Ccurt 
ef C,nvocation, 

When the Biſhops had under theſe Dobuts determined with them- 
ſelves not to cite Mr. Vbiſten at preſent, they loſt no time in going on 
© examine the Doctrines he had publiſhed, againſt which Procceding 
there lay no Exception; not that of Injuſtice, which Mr. hiſon pre- 
tended, and which the Lower Houſe ſeemed willing to favour, as a 
Means of procuring that Citation W they ſo earneſtly deſired. For 

can 


| cl) 


can any Man fay that a Body of Men may not without Fear of Injury 
declare their Opinion of Tenets fully expreſſed, and often repeated 
unteſs they have the Perſon who advanced ſuch Poſitions before them? 
If this be the Caſe, there is no knowing the Doctrine of Authors that 
are dead, or at too great diſtance to be ſpoken with: And it is abun. 
dantly evident by all that Mr. Vbiſton has publiſhed fince, that he did 
not want an Opportunity to explain away the Poſitions diſliked, but 
only to confirm them. | 

The Biſhops therefore appointed a Committee of two Biſhops to meet 
with four of the Lower Haufe, to examine his Hiſtorical Preface dedi- 
cated to the Convocation ; who accordingly met, and entered upon 
extracting ſeveral Poſitions, and comparing them with the Scriptures, 
the four firſt General Councils, and the Articles and Liturgy of the 
Church of England. And the drawing out of this Compariſon, which 
required both Pains and Time, fell almoſt entirely upon one of the 
obſtructing Biſhops, and a Friend of his in the Lower Houſe. 

This Collation took up ſeveral Sheets, and though it did not ſtand 
Part of the laſt Judgment of the Convocation, as it was never intended 
to do, yet it was neceſſary to ye before both Houſes, to enable them 
the berter to form their Judgment upon it. | 

May 28, 1711. The Report from the joint Committee upon this Bu- 
fineſs was read and ma") « rare and the next Seſſion, May 30. it was 
agreed to by the Upper Houſe, and delivered to the Prolocutor, who, 
upon June 4. brought to the Upper Houſe the ſeveral Amendment 
rey had made in the Lower, to the Paper they received from the hi- 
ſhops, omitting to return the Paper it ſelf, as they had done in the o- 
ther Caſes, though they had at the ſame time a Duplicate before them: 
.contrary to all the Orders obſerved in that Body, to which they pre- 
tend ſo near an Affinity, and contrary to the Reaſon of the Thing, 
and the juſt Expectations of the Upper Houſe, as to all Papers ſent 
down to the Lower for their Conſideration and Opinion upon them, 
But neither this Omiſſion, nor the Alterations they made, hinde ed 
the Biſhops from agreeing to their Amendments, and coming to that 
Judgment which was paſſed upon ſeveral Poſitions of Mr. U hiſton, by 
both Houſes of Convocation. | 

This Judgment was agreed to juſt before the Receſs of the Convoct 
tion, June 12. Which was the laſt Seſſion before it was prorogued by 
vertue of the Royal Writ. And on this Day the Upper Houle ac. 
quainted the Lower, © That the Judgment, &c. ſhould be tranſmitted 
© to the Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbury, Preſident of the Convocation, 
© with their Requeſt that he would conſider in what manner it ſhould 
© be laid before Her Majefty. It was ſent to the Archbiſhop acco 
ingly, and his Grace tranſmitted it to the Queen by his. Commilis 
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tr Her Approbation. This Method of laying that Matter before the 
neen, the Reporters complain of as not ſolemn enough, p. 24. and 
in this they have the more to pretend, becauſe as they cbſerve, Her 
Majeſty the next Year was pleaſed to ſay, it wghr ro have been preſented 
10 Her in a more ſolemn Manner. And there is no doubt but Her ajefty 
had beenſo informed, though when that Matter was more fully repre- 
ſented to Her, there is Reaſon to believe She was ſatisfied wirk it. 

Nor could the Leading Members of the Lower Houſe be ignorant, 
that the Canons which paſſed the Convocation 1640, were fuft carried 
tothe King by the Archbiſhop alone, for his Majeſly's Sight and Ap- 
probation, before they were ſubſcribed by the Convecation, and were 
brought back by him from the King to the Convocation, to be after- 
wards ſubſcribed there. | 

How they were preſented the ſecond time, after they were ſubſcri- 
bed by the two Houſes does not appear: All we know is, that the 
Convocation was diſſolved the ſame Seffion in which they were ſub- 
ſcrib d, ſo that they could not even then be preſented by the two 
Houſes ; nor was there any Order for any Perſons to preſent them in 
the Name, or by the Authority of the Convocation ; which makes it 
more than probable that they were preſented to the King at the laſt 
by the Archbiſhop alone in the Name of the Convocation. 

The Lower Houſe therefore had yer leſs Reaſon to complain of this 
ſeparate Application, as they call it, to the Crown, than they had for 
what concerned the Biſhops Addreſs to Her Majefly, to lay the L iffi- 
culty about their Juriſdiction before Her Judges, of which a fair Ac- 
count has already been given, 

But there were other Miſtakes committed it ſeems by the Biſhops in 
his Matter, ib:4. which theſe Reporters in their great Tenderneſs to 
he Order are willing to paſs over: They would have been much 
inder to have named them, which no doubt they would have done, if 
t would have done them any Service in this Cauſe. No body has yet 
eard of any other but this, that the Archbiſhop's Commiſſary being 
e next Year to recollect the Delivery of it to Her Majeſty, at firſt 
vught that a Biſhop who attended him upon another Occaſion, did 
lo attend him upon this: But even this inſignificant Miſtake was 
on after rectified, and Notice given of it to the Lower Houſe, who 
ade Miſtakes in their turn, as worthy of Notice as this. 

Thus ended the Buſineſs of this Year's Meeting, in which there 
re 46 Seſſions, too many to leave room for any Complaint of the 
oe rguenc) of them; and by the plain Account that is given of things 

l . in the Order in which they were tranſacted, the Reader will 
un what Share the Biſhops and their Friends had in the Proſecution of 
1 Ca Matters 


mitted 
ation, 
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Matters before them, and with how little Juſtice they are charged 
with obſtructing the Diſpatch of them. 

And an Account, in Subſtance like this, muſt have been given to 
Her Majeſty, had the Biſhops done any thing upon the Motion of the 
Lower Houſe, when towards the end of this Meeting, Fun. f. they 
referr'd it to them, to conſider whether it might not be proper to lay 
before Her Majeſty ſome Account of the Progreſs they had made in 
the Buſineſs to them referr'd. 

But beſides the Hindrances which are imputed to the Biſhops, the 
Reporters complain of two Obſtructions this Year which were ſtarted 
in the Lower Houſe. 

The firſt they mention is, . 3 3. the Danger which ſeme urged they might in. 
curr,ſhuuld they act in Matters wherein they were impywered to proceed by the Ro- 
cl Licence, withuut Imewing whether the Archbiſhyp, or ſeme ene of the Bj. 
ſhops of the Quorum, were atuilly in the Upper Houſe, But as light as 
they make of this, it was either a very juſt Apprehenſion, or the 
Lower Houſe had greater Powers granted by the Licence than the Bi- 
ſhops had : for they could not but look upon themſelves as at a ſtop, 

when no Biſhop of the Quorum was with them; and accordingly one 

Seflion, May 23. broke up for want of one, as the whole Convocation 

was at ſtop under the firſt Licence upon the ſame Account, 

The other was ib. a Diſpute about the Power of the Prolocutor, to appoint s 
Subſtitute in bis Abſence. This, if it was a Hindrance to other Buſineſ;, 
was one of their own making, and they knew the Biſhops had always 
diſallowed the Exerciſe of that Power, without the Conſent of the 
Archbiſhop and Biſhops. There are ſeveral Things written and pub- 
liſhed upon this Diſpute, which is not ſettled, in the Opinion of Men 
without Doors, according to the Claim of the Lower-Houſe, whatever 
Majority they might have for it at this time within. And whoever 
conſiders that the Prolocutor is the common Referendary between Loy 


the two Houſes, and cannot be abſent from his Office without the rant 
leave of the Archbiſhop, and that no ſuppoſed Subſtitute can eithe to d 
bring a Meſſage to the Upper Houſe, or receive one from it beſoꝶſ amn 
he is approved there; cannot but think it a very odd Claim in the migh, 
Prolocutor: and that ſuch a Subſtitute is a very odd kind of Offica cordi 
and that the Convocation is a very lame Body with ſuch a one in t with 


Chair of the Lower Houſe, But was this Diſpute leſs clear than it! 
on the ſide of the Biſhops, one would have thought that Men proſe 
ſing ſuch a Deference to Her Majeſty's Directions to avoid Dilpute 
ſhould not have revived it by giving the Occaſion ; for ſucely it col 
not be neceſlary to ſubſtitute without the Concurrence ” the Uppe 


Houle, 


* 
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next Meeting. | 
This Meeting began Decemb. 7. 1911, on which Day the Biſhops 


appointed a Committee to inſpect their own Books, and ordered the 


Lower Houſe to be Preconized, and a Note of the Members who were 


abſent, and of ſuch as were dead fince the firſt Meeting, to be laid 
before them. The Notes of theſe were brought up the next Seffion, 


and the Convocation was then, as it was thought proper by every 


Body, prorogued till after Chriſmas: that they who were in the Coun- 


try might have the more convenient Opportunity of attending, and 
that the Archbiſhop might have time to iſſue out his Mandates for the 
filling of the Places of thoſe who were dead. 

At the firſt Seſſion after Chriſtmas, Do 16. the Convocation not be- 
ing yet full, ic was further prorogued to the 23d, on which Day the 
Doubt aroſe in the Upper Houle, Whether the Convocation could proceed 


won the Buſineſs by Virtue of the laſt Licence, there having been two Li- 


cences in the only Cafe wherein the Convocation had acted under 
ſuch Powers, for two ſucceſſive Seſſions of Parliament, though the 
Change of the Preſident in that time might poſſibly be the Occaſion: 
The Biſhops therefore the next Seſſion, Bec. 28. ſtated their Queſtion 
in ſuch a manner, as plainly intimated their own Opinion to be ra- 
ther for their Proceeding, and they deſired to have the Reſolution of 
the little Doubt that remain'd as ſoon as might be. The Queſtion ſo 
ſtated was ſent to the Archbiſhop, who tranſmitted it to the Attorney- 
General immediately, andthe Attorney's Opinion was ſent my Upper 
Houſe the next Seſſion but one, Feb. 8. that the Licenſe continued in force, 
ntwithftanding the Prorogation of the Parliament, ſo that there was very 
little time loſt by Means of this Doubt. 
With this Doubt, and the Method that was taken to clear it, the 
Lower Houſe were acquainted Fb. 1. tho they could not be igno- 
rant of it when they mer Fan. 28. when they appointed a Committee 
to draw up an Application to the Biſhops, to remind them of the Buſineſs re- 
commended from the Queen, and to deſire their Lordſhips that the Convocation 
might forthwith proceed in the Diſpatch thereof. An Application was ac- 
cordingly brought into the Lower Houſe, and agreed to there Feb. r. 
with an Introduction, exprefling their Opinion that they were legally 
impowered to pr:ceed by the Licence, notwithſtanding the Doubt of 


the Upper Houſe, as ſent to the Attorney-General, was then before 
them. This they brought up Feb. 8. the ſame Day the Biſhops recei- 


red the Attorney-General's Opinion, and again preſs d the Conven- 
ing of Mr. Whiftor, which the Biſhops had declined the laſt Meeting 
tor the Reaſons above. How decent a Part this was, the Reader is 
kit to judge. However the Biſhops took no Notice of this, but went 

on 


But let us go on and examine the Conduct of each Houſe at their 
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on with their Buſineſs, and acquainted the Lower Houſe the fame 
Day, what had been done with the Judgment paſſed upon the Paſri. 
ons of Mr. Whiſton, and that Application would be made to the Arch. 
biſhop, humbly to know Her —_— s Pleaſure therein. 

Thus are we come to the e thoſe to Months, in which time 
the Reporters complain br no Buſineſi was ſent down by the Biſhops, when 
in effect there was no Meeting, for the Reaſons above-mentioned, 
from Dec. 7. till Jan. 23. And the Application they ſpeak of at the 
Opening of a New Meeting was not ordered till Fan; 28. and not 
brought up till Feb. 8. when they teld the Bithops that many of their 
abſent Members were haſtening up to the Synod. It is a melancholy 
Thing to have to do with ſuch Hiſtorians, 

The next Seffion, Feb. 13. the Biſhops appointed a Committee to 

- conſider the Amendments made the laſt Meeting by the Lower 
Houſe to the Paper about Excommunication, who made their Report 
the next Seſſion, and the Reſolutions of the Houſe upon it were the 
ſame Day communicated to the Lower Houſe : where the Biſhops had 
reaſon to expect, from the preſſing Inſtances of that Houſe to procee!, 
that they would have immediately entered upon the Conſideration of 
that Matter ſo laid before them. 
But to their great Surprize, the Biſhops received from the Lower 
Houſe the next Seſſion an Application to the effect that is mentioned 
in the Report, p. 36. And that Houſe declining to go on with the 
- Buſineſs where the Convocation left off, as the Biſhops, according to 
the Rules and Cuſtom of Convocation, propoſed, the Prolocutor 
brought back unconſidered the Papers which the Biſhops had fent 
down the Seflion before, and without offering them to the Preſident, 
laid them down himſelf upon the Table of the Upper Houſe. 

Thus they who had lately treated the Doubts of the Biſhops with ſo 
much Contempt, and preſs d their going on upon Buſineſs, did now 
treat their Proceeding with equal Indignity: and from a more unrea- 
ſonable Doubt which the Prolocutor ſtarred among them, took occa- 
ſion to put a full Stop to the Buſineſs depending. For they could not 
be ſo weak as to think that the Biſhops would come in to the New 
Notion of the Convocation's being a Parliamentary Body, which 
had been ſo fully confuted; and for the Support of it, depart from 
the ancient Method of Synodical Proceedings. 

It may. therefore be allowed to the Reporters, that this was, as 
they ſay, the greateſt Difficulty which had yet occurr d in Convocation: 
if it be alſo remember'd that it was one of their on raiſing, the Rea- 
ſonableneſs of which, the Reader ſhall be left to judge when the Pa- 
2 that paſs d between the two Houſes upon this Occaſion are laid 
before him. | 1 
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© 54,27. the Biſhops ſent down the following Anfwer to the Paper 
© they received from the Lower Houle. | 


n . 
Anſwer e Upper Houſe to the Paper grougbt u the Prolocytor from 
m the Lower Houſe, the laſt Seſſion, Feb. 22. 


0 Ltho' the Upper Houſe might have contented themſelves with an 
c A Aſſertion of he rognariey of their own Proceedings, till the 
© Lower had ſhewn either from ſome good Precedents, or by other ſa- 
« tifactory Reaſons, that they had been miſtaken ; yet to convince the 
« Clergy that they did not proceed upon the Matters begun the laſt 
© Year without juſt Reaſons moving them ſo to do, and to remove, if 
© poſſible, all Impediments that may ariſe from hence, to hinder the 
© progreſs and concluſion of the Buſineſs before them z they do now 
© offer to the Lower Houſe the following Reaſons why they have gone 
© on With the ſeveral Papers lodged in their Hands, as they were lefe 
© with them, and cannot conſent to begin all again. 

The Convocation of this Province having been time immemorial 
© continued, as often as it meets, by the Authority of the Arch-biſhop. 
© Prefident of the fame, by a Schedule read and ſigned by his Grace, 
© or his Commiſſary ; every Meeting of the ſame has been eſteemed, 
© and is properly called in all our Books, a Seſon of Comvyocation : And 
© whatever the diſtance of Time be, whether for a Day, a Week, or 
© a Month, or (as ſometimes it has been in fact) for ſeveral Months di- 
* ſtance ; the tenour of the Schedule has been ſtill the fame ; and the 
Effect of it has been alike with reſpect to the Convocation. 


* the Schedule it ſelf ; which is, to continue the boly Synod Provincial, or 
* Convocation, with all the Certificatories introduced, or to be introduced, in the 
* ſame State in which they now are (a the Time that the Prorogation is 
made) to ſuch a Day, Hour, and Place, as the Schedule appoimts, together 


* Occaſion ſhall require. This is the ſubſtance of the Schedule, and the 
' when the Convocation meets, according to its Prorogation, it is 


meets in a readineſs to go on wich its Buſinels, as if no ſuch Proro- 
zation had at all been made. | 

And accordingly we find in all the entire Books of the Upper 
Houſe which remain, that the Seſſions of our Convocations are num- 


ation ſhould continue, as ſome have done, for ſeveral Years together; 


F yer 


What that Tenour is, cannot be better expreſs'd than in the form of 


' with @ farther Comtinuation and Prorogation of following Days and Places, if + 
' conſequence we think is plain; namely, that by Virtue thereof, 


thereby put into the State in which it was before it was prorogyed, and 


bred from the firſt meeting of the Convocation 5 and tho the Conyo- + 


/ 
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| 7 yet till it is diſfolved, the Computation ſtill goes on, and is never in. 
terrupted upon any Occaſion wharfoever ; nay, in the former Con. 
4 vocation of 1640, we find the Seſſions of Convocation continued in 
4 * like manner after the Diſſolution of the Parliament. 
= As for what is ſuggeſted of the Royal Prorogation, it is well known, 
© that the Queen's Writ for proroguing the Convocation, does not gf 
© it ſelf prorogue the Convocation, but only requires the Arch-biſhcy 
© to de it debito modo: And therefore as it did not make any Change 
© in the form of the Schedule, ſo it cannot alter the effect of it; the 
©. Synod being in thoſe Prorogations, as well as in all others, continue] 
© in the ſame State that it was before; and the words Juxta Tenorem Brevis 
= © Regii inſerted in it, being an Intimation only that the Synod was pro- 
= © rogued to ſuch a Time, purſuant to her Majeſty's Command, Nor 
= are we aware of any Inſtances wherein the Convocation has ſup. 
42 © poſed all that it had before done to be annulled upon any ſuch Ac. | 
3 count, and that at irs next Meeting the Biſhops and Clergy were to 
E begin all again; as if nothing had been done before by them: On 
= the other hand, we think we have ſeveral plain Inſtances to the con- 
© rrary. | 
F 15 the Province of York, where the Cuſtom has obtained to declare 
| the Abſents contumacious every Seffion, and reſerve the Puniſhment 
| © of the Contumacy to the next Meeting; we find by their Add, that 
| © this is duly done, as well when the Prorogation is made by Order of 
| the Royal Writ, as when it is made by the Preſident's Authority with. 
| < out it. 
© Of this we have a long Series of Inſtances from the Reign ef 
© K. H. 8. downwards ; and tho' the very few Inſtances there hare 
ever been of any Buſineſs begun before, and reſumed after the in-. 
© terpoſition of any ſuch Writs ; added to the loſs of our Convocation} . 
= Acts, make it difficult to aſſign any more particular Caſes : * ſon . 
| © there are which we think to be very full to the ſame Purpoſe. a 
© In the Convocation which began Jan. 2oth. 1541, in the ſecond 
© Seflion, the Arch-biſhop and Biſhops treated, among other things, 4 
* making 4 Book of Homilies, The Debate was reſumed April 3. follow * 
| ing; and the ſame Day the Convocation was prorogued, purſungy ,,., 
| © to the Royal Writ, to Nov. 4. following; after another Prorogatiol (6 
made in like manner by the Royal Writ, ic met to do Buſineſs, Fel. 7" 
© 1542, and the very ſame Day the Homilies, compoſed by certain Preitt 7 
C 2 different Subjects, were preſented in the Upper Houſe, notwi . 
4 


1 c 


anding the Intervention of two Prorogations upon the RH '-* 
© Writs. * 
In the Convocation which met after the Return of King Chari” il uy 

© Seſl. 71. March 22, 1661. An Order was made for a Form to be prep = 
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* red for conſecyating. Churches and Chapels ; and the Biſhop of Durham. ap- 
« pointed co prepare it, the words of the Entry rut thus : Fabita tracty- 
f inter" co de [pecialt forms concipient” in & . 2 . Rte EELf- 
* ariim_Paoehidlium” & n o; Capelaran infra N. Ragna Aeg lie 
© quoties & quindocung; eventrit eat benedicendas fote, dictul Diminw Epiſcopys 


© Je London de & cum conſenſu confratrum ſuorum curam in & circa kon- 
c ceptionem forme prædidt Reverendo Patri Domino Jobanni permiſſione Diving 
Hurelinten K eo po m um 979 


1. Seſſ. 90. the Convocation was prorogued Jutta Tenvrew 
[3 Rec A | | N _ F ; 73 5 A 1 ; (C1 4 | | ns may i 
(a) © Self. 100. May 2. 1663. the Biſhop of Lindon, Prefjdent, treat- 


© ing of the ſame Matter, it was agreed that the Form, which it ſeems 
© had not been perfectly finiſh'd the other Seſſion, ſhould be delivered 
to the Biſhop of Durham to perfect; which being accordingly done, 
© it was upon the zoth of June next following: () [Se ros. ] again 


Hronghe in by cha Preſident, &. and committed to A ſelect Number 
*.of- Biſhops to review. © um n ofa 


. (ec) © Seſſ. 80. April 26. 1662. The Houle treated of a Tranſlaticn to 
© be made of the Common Prayer, which had newly been reviſed by the 
* Synod, into the Latin Tongue; and committed the cite of it to 
Pr. Eavles, Dean of Weftmiviſter, and Dr. Pearſon. n 
After two Receſſes, one, if not both of them, made by Virtue! of 
© a Royal Writ for Proregation. ume n Tor Ws . 
(4) May i8th. 1664. Seſſ. 125. This Tranſlation being fifliſhed, 
*. was without any new Order brought into the Houſe; and the Re- 
* view of it committed to the Biſhop of Salisbury, and Dr. Dolben, then 
Dean of Veſminſtertr. 8 er - of 
We might to all this add the many Ingonveniencies that wodld 
attend the Suppoſition of all the' Buſineſß of the Conveation's being 
put to an end, merely by the Preſident's proroguing of it Juxta Ttno- 
* rem Brevis Regii ;\tho' in the uſual Form, and by his Ordinary Auth rity. 
But ſince. the ſame Writ that requires the Arcti- biſhop to prorogue the 
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( Seſſ loo. Habits priur tractatu de & ſuper impetratione Form qudad conſecrationtm Ec- 
elejarum Gepelarum aljorumy; locorum Ecele finſirotu m, Or. trauend Dom no Epiſcepo Duncl- 
menſi, ad perficiendum dictum Opus, Ke. dino / Hale „ue 

(5) Seſl.. 106. Forma Conſecrationis Eccleſiarum & Capellarum fuit per Prefidentem, c. in 
Idea ; & relata fuit Cure Revereudor Virorum Domini Roberti Oxon' Rumfridi Sarum Ro- 
ler: Linculn' & Johannis Coven' c Lichen reſpeſti ve Epiſcoporum pro diligenti reviſions ejuſdem. 

(c) Sell. 90. Et tractatu inter eos habita & fatto de tronſlatione Libri publica um precum iu 
Sermonem Latinum, Dominus Bpiſcopus Londen, & c. de & cum conſenſu Genfratrum ſuorum cu 
um Tranſſat ionis ejuſdem Reverendis Virit Joanni Earle Dccano Beat i Petri Heſin & Joanni 
Piirſon ſacre reſpe be T htolegie Profeſſoribus mm = oo OO OOO | 

(4): Sell. 125. Introdufte Libre precum in Latins' Lingus concepto, relatum fuit cura & re. 
viſani Reverenai in Chriſto Patris Jtannis permiſſione” Divina Sarum Epiſcopi & Johannis Hol- 
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| (26) 
| * Convocation, does alſo expreſly require him to do it Abit mods, and 
with a reſerve of further Cominuations of Days and Placer, as need 


© require ; and ſince the due manner is the Schedule of Cent inuation 
« uſed upon that Occaſion, {hewn to be the Continnance of the Conro- 
© cation in the State it was in when the Prorogation was made; a Cir. 
© cumſtance of ſuch Moment, that for 150 Years paſt ic has been ex. 
© preſsly noted in the Acts of our Convocations ; where at the Conclu- 
© ſion of every Seſſion, the Synod is generally ſaid to be continued in flat 
| a * . f 
© quonunceſt,and is ſo obſerved to have been continued in the very Prora. 
© tions of this preſent Synod,which were made purſuant to the late Roya it: 
© ſince we have fo many undeniable Inſtances of Contumacies reſerved 
© over ſuch Prorogations, and other Buſineſs before begun, andcontinued 
© after Reeeſſes made purſuant to them; ſince the number of Seſſions is 
© computed, not from the Royal Writs, but from the firſt beginning to 
| - 
© the and of the Convocation, without reſpect to any ſuch Interrup- 
© tions: We think we have a juſt Right to inſiſt upon the Method we 
© are in, as the moſt eaſy and proper for the diſpatch of Buſineſs, moſt 
Aa agreeable to the Tenour of the Schedule of Proregation, and even to the 
_ * Royal Writ it ſelf, which requires the Arch-biſhop to prorogue the 
1 © Convocation modo debito (ey in ſtatu qe nume 7 med by the 
Prad tice of. former Syn not yet diſprov by any one Inſtance 
| © produced for the contrary Procedure. ; IL 
We bad the leſs Reafon to expect this Obſtruction to our going on 
© in a regular way from the Lower Houſe, conſidering that while we 
© were under ſome Suſpence about the Extent of the Royal Licence, 
and our Queſtion lay before the Attorney-General for his Anſwer , 
| the Lower Houſe was pleaſed to acquaint us (without ſtaying to know 
what Anſwer was eee CO were of Opinion, that we were 
| < legally i,powered, ta, proceed: . A did agcordipgly.apply-to us to en- 
_ © ter Raabe upon; ſuch Methods as might moſt eſfectuallj contribute to the 
1 © bringing the important Matters recommended to us by her Majeſty, to a heed 
a © and happy Conclaſion. As we gave all the Diſpatch-we could to t 
3 © Matters when they were under our Conſideration. before, and in de- 
4» © ference to Her Mayefty's Letter paſs d over ſeveral _ of the Lower 
| « Houſe, which we could not approve, fo we reſumed them again as 
= « ſoon as we had the Attorney-General's Opinion; and we wiſh the 
4 Lower Houſe had more maturely conſidered the Point which now 
< they ſeem to inſiſt on, before they had put ſuch a Stop to our Procee- 
ding upon them. | | IRS | 
We might then have hoped for the return of thoſe Papers ſent down 
to them aſter ſome other manner, than that in which; they were 
* braught back to us; as we til} do, that upon fecond Thoughts, the 
Lower Houfe will find it reaſonable to conſider them, and give us 
© their Opinion upon them; for which * we return them — 
pon 
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Feb. 29. That the Prolocutor ſhould be deſired by this Houſe to conſult Her Ma- 
iefy' „ and to obtain his Opinion in Writing upon the following 
hi 


BY Jer ral's Opinion upon it in theſe wor 


The Queſtion propoſed to me h, the Probocutir, in the Name of the Lower 


0) 
Upon this Paper the Lower Houſe came to the following Reſolution, 


h was brought up to the Biſhops Mar. 12. with the Attor- 


c Herber the two Houſes of Convocation having made ſome pro- 
c reſs in Buſineſs without finiſhing it, before the Intervention of 
4 Rojal® Prorogation, may when reaſſembled, go on in the diſpatch. of 
* that Buſineſs where they left off at the time of ſuch Prorogation , or 
© are obliged to begin it de novo, in like manner as the two Houſes of 
Parliament? iS | 
© I have peruſed the Extract of the Paper ſent by the Upper Houſe 
* to the Lower Houſe of Convocation, containing the Reaſons .wh 
* the Upper Houſe inſiſts on the going on in the diſpatch of Bagel 
begun, and not finiſfid before che Pt 
* where they lefr off befote that Prorogation; and the Lords, the Bi- 
© ſhops, therein aſſerting ſeveral Facts in general, to be made our b 
* their Books; it is not poſſible for me to give any Opinion on thoſe 
Facts, having not peruſed the Books. I confeſs I wonder this ſhould 
now be a Queſtion,; the Convocation having been always looked u 
on by Lawyers to be an 1 Parliament, and an Eccleſiaſti- 
© cal Court, and like to the Parliament; and the Adjournments or 
* Prorogations thereof, to have the ſame Effect as in Parliament, vix. 
That by the firſt, all Matters depending were continued; and that by 
* the laſt, all Matters where the proceedings were as in a Court, were 
© alſs continued, but not where the Matters were before them as an 
* Eccleſiaſtical Parliament. Which ſeems to be fo ; for otherwiſe an 
* Adjournment, and Prorogation wou'd be the ſame, which it's plain 
they were never intended to be. And 1 apprabene this may be a 
* Prejudice to the Crown, and alſo to the Publick, if a Prorogation 
will not put an end to Matters in the Convocation, as it doth in the 
Parliament; which often hath been found to be very neceſſary, 
The Inftances mencion'd in the Lords Paper, I think do not con- 
* clude much in this Queſtion ; for how the Seſſions are-number'd, 
" whether from the firſt Day of the Convocation, or from the Proro- 
* gation, is diſcretionary in the Cletk, and is only Form, 


1 The 


orogation of the Convocation: 


f we 
VVV 
The Inſtances in the [Province of N, el continbing the Cont 
© macies to be puniſhed, next Seſſion, nothing appearing to have been 
done thereon, prove nothing, And the bringing in a Book of Homi- 
© lies, and a Form for conſecrating Churches, and the Tranſlation of 
© the Common-Prayer, of which mention hath been made, before a 
© Proregation, I think proves as little; for that the propoſing the ſame 
might be taken as a new Propoſition ;. eſpecially the ſame being ſaid 
in the Extract to be laid before the Houſe by the Preſident, which 
* might be done without any previous Order. 
© 1 apprehend it is not doubted but Her Majeſty may prorogue the 


* Convocation as She may the Parliament; and therefore Her Royal 


© Writ.co prorogue is in Nature of a Commiſſion ; and a Proroga- 
pon, on, it, is Her -Majeſty's, and not the Archbiſhop's Proroga- 
TS. x, Ea 
e do not ſay that Precedents are of no uſe in this Caſe ; but I am of 
© Opinion, if there be no Precedents but what are mentioned, they are 
© hoc ſufficient to maintain the Aſſertion of the Upper Houſe; and 
„ think ie more kale to begin again,, chan to proceed in the Me- 
thod proj oled';; which ſeems go encroach on Her Majeſty's Prero- 
| e breaking in upon Her Power of Proroguing,by taking away 
2 k * ' L > | 4 F . 7 


much of the Effect of it. | . 
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'” The Biſhops; took this Paper into Conſideration, and they agreed, 
"Marth 19, (without excepting to the State of the Queſtion, as they 
might juſtly have done, for calling the Archbiſhop's Prorogation, in 
Purſuance of the Queen's Writ, - a Royal Prorogation ) upon the following 
Anſwer to it, which was the ſame Day ſent to the Lower Houſe. 


f 
, 


CEO | | ©" March 19, . 7 3 | 
The Anſwer of the Upper Houſe to the Paper brought up by the Prolocutor fran 
| the Lower Houſe, March 12. 


(VE have conſidered the Opinion of the Attorney-General, which 
FV © the Lower Houſe laid before us the laſt Seſſion, in Suppon 
of their declining to go on upon Buſineſs where we left off the laſt 

© Year, and cannot cHink it concludes againſt our Proceeding in that 

manner, or is ſufficient to induce us to depart from the ancient Me 
I thoas of our Convocations, eſtabliſhed by all the Records that remit 
of them, and the Tenor of all the — that relate to 17 
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It does not appear to us, that the whole State of the ; Caſe in 
© Queſtion was laid before the Attorney-General. . He ſpeaks: only of 
© having peruſed an Extract of the Paper of the Upper Houſe ; which 
Extract does not ſeem to have been full enough; becauſe we find 
nothing in the Opinion he has given that has relation to the Sche- 
« dules of - Continuation of the Convocation ,: in fats quo nunc et; 
and the Entry of thoſe Continuations upon our Books in the ſame 
Language; compared with the Royal Writ, directing the Arch- 
Biſhop to prorogue the Convocation, debito modo: upon which our 
© Argument for going on where we left off, was chiefly founded. 
For had this been laid before the Attorney-General, we cannot think 
© he would have given his Opinion upon the Queſtion of the Lower 
© Houſe, without taking any the leaſt Notice of it. 'T 
© The Attorney-General does further ſay that he had not ſeen our 
Books, which might have been conſulted had they been asked for, 
and without the Sight of them we do not ſee how it is poſſible for 
the moſt able Man to give an Opinion upon what relates to the Me- 
* thods, of our Proceeding, as this Matter does. Nor can it well ap- 
* pear what ſort of Body we are, but by the Sight of thoſe Inftru- 
ments by which we are aſſembled and continued, and thoſe by 
© which we proceed. | 
It is the firſt time that ever we heard we were looked upon by the 
6 Lawyers to be an Eccleſiaſtical Parliament; and we are ready to 
| * ſhew that the Convocation is diſtinguiſhed from the Parliament in 
* almoſt every Particular that relates to the aſſembling, continuing, and 
. f acting of thoſe two different Bodies. Wirz 
| as to the Point of Adjournments and Prorogations referred to by 
d, tue Attorney-General, we have no ſuch Diſtinction upon our Books. 
Ey fnigie Meeting from Day to Day is a proper Seſſion, and de- 
* te: mined by a Prorogation that continues the Convocation in Stare 
ng quo nunc + ; and this Continuance of the Convocation by ſo ma- 
| ny diginct Seſſions numbered according to the ſeveral Prorogati- 
ö * ons of ic, is not diſcrecionary in the Regiſter, but a neceſſary Con- 
© ſequence of the ancient and immemorial. Form of holding the Con- 
run * vocacion, and is part of that fundamental Uſage by which the Con- 
' vocation ſubſiſts in irs proper Power and Method of acting, as all o- 
"ther ones do by the Forms and Methods peculiar to them. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


hich * W. think the Inftances we gave of proceeding upon Buſineſs be- 
pon Bi * pun: efore Prorogacions upon the Royal Writ, and continued won | 
la tie lame Foot, for ought that appears to the contrary, after ſuch 
5 bprorogations, very gieat Illuſtrations of the Tenor and Effect of 


| coſe laſtruments and Acts by which the Convocation is continued: 

mam A And that Buſineſs which is brought in by the Preſident, in alen a 

* % ; ; root 
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( zo) 
proof that ie came into his Hands from the former Order, than that 
it was a new Act of his own. However we cannot think it ſyffici.. 
ent to take off the Force of theſe Inſtances, to ſay that they might 
: ee otherwiſe than they do moſt naturally appear to have 
We have always maintained Her Majeſty's Supremacy, and di 
© never in the leaſt queſtion Her Right to have the Convocation — 
'© rogued whenever She pleaſed : But we cannot come up to Mr. Attor- 
© ney's Opinion, that a Writ to the Archbiſhop to prorogue the Con- 
© vocation is in the Nature of a Commiſſion, and that the Prorogation 
© of it is Her Majeſty's Act, and not the Archbiſhop's Nor can we 
© believe that he would have been of that Opinion, had à Royal Writ 
to the Archbiſhop to prorogue the Convocation, and the Archbiſhop's 
6 r Prorogation upon it, been at the ſame time before 
> m. | | | 
© As we hope we may from the Inftruments made uſe of, and the 
© conftant Practice upon them in this Caſe, differ from the Attorney- 
© General in this Point, without being wanting in our Duty to Her 
© Majeſty, to whoſe Authority we ſhall always pay the utmoſt Regacd ; 
© ſowe are entirely perſwaded from Her Majeſty's kaown Goodneſs, 
© and from the particular Concern She has ever ſhewn for the Confti- 
© tution of this Church, that was Her —_— fully appriſed of this 
© Matter, She would not think Her Authority leffened by the Convo- 
© cation's proceeding in their conſtant and uſual Method in Obedience 
© to it, nor defire any Alteration to be made in thoſe Methods, which 
© having been long ſettled, cannot be changed without great Hazard 
© to the whole Ecclefiaſtical Conſtituxion. 
© In Support of that Conftitution, we now ſend down to the Lower 
© Houſe another Paper in Confirmation of our former ; which ma 
© ſerve more fully to ſhew how entirely agreeable our preſent Proceed- 
© ing is to what we find upon both the ancient and later Regiſters ; 
and which we hope will induce the Lower Houſe to go on in the 
© Method we have propoſed to them, without putting any further Stop 
© to the Buſineſs before us ; which Stop, if it ſhould happen, will not 
© lie at our Doors. 
© We have done what we could to proceed in a regular Way; and 
© to ſhew how deſirous we are that our Meeting may not be wholly 
© unfruitful, if the preſent Queſtion ſhould ſtill require further Conſi- 
* deration, we are preparing to fend to the Lower Houſe, wich all con- 
© venient Speed, the Propoſal of a Matter that has not yer been en- 
© tered upon ; which, agreeable to Her Majeſty's Licence, feems to 
© be and comvenient for the Hmoxr and Service of Almighty 
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* unſecratine of Churches and Chuvch-yards ; that it may be ready againſt 
c _—_— ito of that good Work Her Majeſty has been cracbully 
' pleaſed to recommend to Her Parliament. | 


By this Anſwer the Reader will ſee that it did not appear tothe Up- 
per Houſe, that the whole State of the Caſe in "mr had been laid be- 
fire the Attorney-General as it was ſent from the Biſhops ; nor does it. yet 
appear that it was. For it is plain that it was not in the Prolocutor's 
lnſtructions to lay the Biſhops Paper before him, but only the Queſti- 
on which the Houſe had drawn up; and the Prolecutor acquainted the 
Lower Houſe, Mar. 17. That be had laid the Queſtion before him, together 
with the Precedents and Reaſonings contained in a Paper ſent down by the Bi- 
ut; and the Attorney-General fays in his Opinion, That he bad peru- 
10 the EXTRACT of the Paper ſent by the Upper Houſe : And when this was 
Matter of Debate in the Lower Houſe, ic was at laſt reſolved, Tbat tbe 
Prolocutor did lay before the Attorney-General all the Precedents contained in the 
Biſhops Paper; and again, That the Tranſcript laid before him. by the Protoce- 
tor contained in it all of the Biſhops Paper that was material to the Argument. 
But after all this, it does not appear that the Biſhops Paper it ſelf was 
lid before him, but rather the contrary ; tho' the Lower Houſe was 
latisfied, it ſeems, that a Copy of the Royal Writ of Prorogation and of 
the Archbiſhop's Schedule was. But why all this Mincing andTrouble ? 
Was it not a plainer and eaſier thing to have laid the Paper it ſelf be- 
fore the Attorney-General, than to be at the Pains of making an Ex- 
raft of the Precedents and Argument? But fome People love to go in an 
indirect Way, when there is a plain one lies open before them. 

Be this as it will, the Reader will judge from the entire Paper it 
ſelf: And he is deſired for his fuller Information of the State of 
this Caſe, to look over another Paper which the Biſhops ſent down 
the ſame Day, in Confirmation of their former upon this Point: 


The Biſhops having in their Anſwer to the Paper brought up by 
the Prolocutor from the Lower Houſe, Feb. 22. founded their Reafons 
for going on with the Buſineſs before them, where they left off the 
* laſt Summer, upon the expreſs Reſervation made by the Archbiſhop 
in his Schedules of Provegation for continuing the Holy Synod Provincial, in che 
© ſame State in which it then was, ant the immemorial Cuſtom and 
practice of our Convocations purſuane thereunto ; do think it expedi-- 
ent for the further Confirmation beth of the Archbiſhop's Right, and 
their own Proceedings, to obſerve upon what Grounds the preſent : 
© Form of Continuation l and how it doth clearly warratit-: 
* All that they have inferred from it. 42788 25 3 5.3 


That 
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That our Archbiſhops have always exerciſed-an Authority, noton. 
ly over the Members of theit Provincial Synods,. but alſo over the By. 
'© ſineſs done in them, all the Acts of choſe Aſſemblies do evidently de. 
monſtrate. . . 11 1 1114 ; F , 
Amongſt ſeveral other Particulars, in which we find them to hay: 
© exerciſed ſuch an Authority, their mauner of continuing thoſe Aſſemlliu 
and ibe Affairs of them, is not the leaſt remarkable, in which we obſerye 
them ſometimes to hawe continuedthe Synod, with. the Buſmeſs and Deb; 
it; and ſometimes, quite contrary, to have Ordered the Clergy to mi 
and treat about Buſineſs hore them, notwithſtanding the Continuati,y , 
- ©. the Synod, as they have thought the Affairs of choſe Aﬀemblies, and o- 
ther Circumſtances to have required. | | 
© In the Provincial Council of 1356, (a). Archbiſhop Ip continue 
© his Synod & omnia Exhibenda in eodem. He repeated the ſame ſe , 
print the next Seflion ; having commiſſioned the Biſhop of Landi 
© Sell: iii. to preſide in his Place, ke prorogued the ſame Council, d 
omnia Negotia pendentia in eodem Statu quo tunc fuerunt. The Archbiſhe 
© himſelf being preſent, the next Seſſion, Dictum Conſilium & omnia Ex 


„ 


A 


" 


WA 


© pedienda in eodem continuavit. So he did again the next Seſſion, the la 
in which any Prorogation was made, ſo that theſe Forms ran throug 
that whole Council. * ; 
- ** In the Convocation of Archbiſhop Mittleſea, Anno 137r. (% 
*< Prelates and Proctors of the Clergy being not come to any Agreeme « , 
© about Subſidies demanded of them, the Archbiſhop continued bo 
© the Buſineſs, and the Treating of it from Day to Day, And at anoth 
time in the ſame Convocation, (c) the Biſhop of London his Coli « | 
miſſary prorogued the Convocation, & alia facienda in ea. Cs 
© The like we find in the next Convocation of the ſame Archbiſb « ; 
7 Anno 1 $72 repeated in ſix ſeveral Continuations of it. Fs 
„ Archbiſhop Sudbury, Anno. 1376, continued his Convocation, 
© cetera ipſam concernentia ad Diem Mercurium prox. ork 
Anno 1377. (d) He continued his Convocation, & Negotium C 
© wocationis, and ſo repeated it in the like Form almoſt throughout ( 
>! (oh Reg. 1/ip. Fol. 117,118 | * xt : 00% 
(b) Reg. Wittleſey, Fol. 42. b. Et quia dicto Die Prælati & Procuratores Cleri 000 
potuerunt concordare in aliqua certà & competenti ſumma in ſubſidium Domini H = 
conferenda fiebat Continuatio dicti Negotii & Tractatus, &c. (c) Quo Die adve 1024. 
te Dominus Lond. Epiſcopus vice & Authoritate dicti Domini Archiepiſcopi coin g,, 
& prorogavit dicdtum Nego ium & Tractatum. Aden 
H. Fol. 43. 4. Ep. Lond. Prorogavit Convecationem hujuſmodi & alia faciends in ts: 5 Fol 
C. Ib Fol. 64. 6. Dominus Archie piſcopus pr æfatum Negotjum Convocationir coning in c. 


uſgue ad Diem craſtinum. . | | ; 
| © Er Pol. 65. 2. Dictus Dominus Lond. prefarum Negetium Convecstioni: contint 
:&c- & fic in ſequent. . 


(4) Ib. Fol. 44. : 
£361 * 


(43) 

© whole Synod. (e) He made the like Prorogation in x $79, fix or fe- 
© yea ſeverul times. | 

* Arrchbiſhop Comrnacy had another Form, different in Expreſſion, 
© but to the ſame Effect; he continued 4 ching: to che next meeting, 
© & fir de Die in Diem dictis Penerabilibus Patribus & Procuratorihus Cleri ut. 
© mamittitur tract am ibus 2 tus Dum. Cantuar. = 

© Continuavit Omnia uſque in, & c. | 

© Upon the fecond meeting of the fame Council (after its Proroga- 
tion from Oxford to Lendon ),(f ) he varied his Phraſe, and made the 
ci of ic (till more expr For then the Biſhops of Loaden and 
© Wincheſter his Commiſſaries,O-mia bejuſnoli Convocationem conternentia in 
* Stats quo farrumt uſque ad adventum ditti Reverend; Patris Dom. Cant. Ar- 
© obirpiſcops continuarnant 5 a Form but little different from what is uſed 
in our Schedules at this Day. og 

In his following Synods he returned to the Expreffions of his Pre- 
deceſſors, only with this Difference, that rhey continued the Buſmeſs of the 
* Convocation : He the whole Buſineſs, Torum negotium Convocarionir prælict. 
© Amo 13B3, (g) Totam negotium dictam Convocationem conternens. So 
© (6) Anno 1384. And fomerimes as the Occaſion required, he expreſſed 
*it in the Plural Number, Negoria dict Comvocarionis. So Anno 1388. 

* Archbiſhop Add took up a new Form different from any that 
had been uſed before. He continued his Council Anno 1400. Cum 
* fingulis emergentibus & dependentibus ; cum onmibus dependentibus, as 

* the Phraſe is in another (i) Seſſion of the ſame Cotwocation. 

* And laſtiy Archbiſhop Chiebley in another Form (H peculiar to 
* his time continued his Gonvocmion, Anno 1477, from Day to Day, 
Seb deliberatione mreri æ pradiclæ; and again, Sub deliberaticne ſuper 
' iis Materia: Or as in Convocation, Amm 1432. Sub deliberatione in 
* bac purre babemda Adhuc {ub deliberatione contimuata extitis Comoccatio. 


— 


(e) Ib. Fol. 60, &c- (. Ibid. | 

6 Ibid. Fol. 78. . Tb. Fol 80. 4.) (Y Ib. Fol 74. s. | 

Et difto Die Mercuri ad ulteriora non fuit proceſſum fed fuit continumtum (ſc. 
Confilium Provinoiale)ram ennibus dependentibus uſq; in Diem Ven. &c. Reg. Ar fol ii.199 ö. 

(t) Reg. Chichley ii. Fol. 13. 4. 14. l. & Fol. 88. . Compare Convac. 1416. ol. 4 Mate 
na * & aliis pendentibus ſub deliberatione continuata eſt Convocatio, Conc. 
1424. Fol. 36. Dum continuavit Convocationem uſque in diem & deinde ſemper ſub 
ractatu & Communicatione de aliquo habendo pro Rege ſubſid io Conv. 1428. Fol 70. 6. 
_— fic fatis & Materiis bujuſmodi ſub Deliberatione pendentibus Dom? contiauavit. Et 
| * ay 78. pendente Traftatu circa præmiſſa continuata erat Convocatio. & fic ſæpe 
p eq. | 


. 


{+ ; --31 4:43.20 Who 


4 „ „ „ 


+ 
c 
c 
c 
- 
c 


„ 6 a ‚— a M a Aa Ga a © A A A A 


0 


RW 


(34) 

© From this variety of Expreſſions, under ſo many Archbiſhops, it 
appears that our Metropolitans, as Preſidents of their Provincial Sy- 
nods or Convocations, have always been accounted to have had a 
Right to continue the Buſineſs and Treating of thoſe Aſſemblies from 
one Seſſion to another, and to ſuſpend them in the State they were 


beſore, till the Biſhops and Clergy ſhould again meet and proceed 


in them. | 
* Now this will yet more plainly appear ſrom the other Thing we 
obſerv'd before, viz. That as in the Caſes hicherto  mention'd, our 
Archbiſhops continued, not only the Convocat ion it ſelf, but the whole 
Afairs of it, from one Seſſion to another; ſo very often they took a 
quite contrary Method, and prorogued the Aſſembly, not only without 
any ſuch Continuation of the Buſineſs of it, but with an expreſs 
Order for the Lower Clergy to meet in the mean time and proceed in it. 
© So did Archbiſhop Sudbury, Anno 1377. 1378. (a) he propoſed the 
Buſineſs of the Convocation to the Biſhops and Clergy, and then 
commanded the latter to meet in the Afternoon and treat about it, 
and ſo prorogued the Convocation to the Wedneſday following. 
Upon Wedneſday, he ordered the Proctors of the Clergy to meet again 
upon Thurſday in the Afternoon to Treat upon the Buſineſs of the 
Convocarion, and told them, That he and his Brethren would meet 
upon Friday to Treat of the ſame Matters. The ſame was done ſe- 
veral times after by the other Archbiſhops we before mentioned ; by 
(b) Arundel, Anno 1399. 1406. by (c) Chichley, Anno 1426. 1429. 1433. 
and perhaps by ſeveral others, were ic needful to make a more 
exact, Search after ſuch Precedents. What is already noted, may 
ſuffice to ſhew that the Archbiſhop in thoſe Days was look d upon 
to have an undoubted Authority, either wholly to ſu/pend the Buſineſs 
ef the Convocation, and to continue it in the ſame State it was from one 
eſſion to another, or to require the Clergy to meet in the mean 
time and deliberate about it, as it has ſince been more uſually done by 
Committees appointed for that purpoſe. | 
© How the ſeveral Forms of Continuation uſed by our Archbiſhops 
to keep on foot, not only the Synod it ſelf, but the Buſineſs of it in 
the ſame State, in which it was at the time of their proroguing it, 
came at laſt to ſettle in that ſtated Form, which has obtained ever 
ſince the Reformation; Were the entire Acts of our Convocation 
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1. Arundel, Fol. 5 2. b. Fol. 66. . 


9 Reg. Sud. 6. Fol. 44. b. & 15. Fol. 55. 3. 55+ b. 
b 
6 2 Chichley Reg. Fol. 65. b. Fol. 77. b. Fol. 94. b. 
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e ſtill in being, it might perhaps be more fully ſhewn. From wh 
© does remain of them, it appears that in the Convocation which met 
© April 3. 1554. (the firſt of Queen Mary ) Biſhop Bonner, Preſident of 
that Synod by the Attainder of Archbiſhop Cranmer, made uſe of 
it. He prorogued the firſt Seſſion of that Council in rhe State, in 
© which.it was, to the next Meeting. (4) In the ſecond, he cantinued the 
© Seſſion and Buſineſs of the Convocation, (e) and {till according to the pre- 
© ſent Form in fatu quo eff throughout the whole Synod. | 

© Cardinal Pool did the ſame but a few Years after, 4nno 1557. 
© fo did Biſhop Bonner again in the Convocation which ſat the firſt 
* of Queen Eliz. Anno 1558. In the 14th Seſſion he prorogued 
* the Synod jc ſelf in ſtatu quo eſt. () In the 16th Seſſion he continu- 
ed in like manner the Certificatoria in ſtatu quo numc ſunt. ( And in the 
Convocation of 1562. (the firſt of Archbiſhop Parker) he brought 
* the Schedule to almoſt the very Form in which we have it at this 
© time, Continuavit & Prorogavit hujuſmodi Conuocationem ſive Sa- 
© cram Synodum Provincialem, ac omnia G ſingula Certificatoria introducta & 
* introducenda in ſtatu in quo nunc ſunt uſq; ad & in — Prout in Sebe- 
© dula per eum tecta plenius continetur. Cujus quidem Schedulæ verus tenor ſe- 
© quitur in bac Verba. In Dei, &c. (5) 

© Thus was that Form of Continuation introduced, which is ſtill - 
* uſed for the ſame purpoſe ; and what force it has for the Carryin 
on the Buſineſs as well as the Aſſemblies of our Synods from one Sei- 
© ſion to another, did ſuch plain Words need any Comment, the va- 
* rious Terms uſed for the ſame purpoſe heretofore (to all which this has 
* ſucceeded ) might ſuffice to convince any unprejudiced Perſon. 

* We ſhall only obſerve this one thing further, that theſe Forms have 
* been indifferently uſed, not only. in ſuch Caſes where our Con- 
* vocations have been prorogued from Day to Day, but where the Pro- 
* rogations have been made at the greateſt diſtance. 

* (i) Amo 1428. Archbiſhop Chichley continued his Convocation 
from Dec. 1428. to Ob. 1429. in ſtatu quo tunc erat; and when they 
met the next Year, he took notice of certain Matters that had been 
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2 Hane præſentem Seſſonem in ſtatu quo eſt uſq; ad & in eoſdem Diem & locum reſpectiwe 
reſervando. 
0 Prefidens Memoratus continua vit & proregavit hanc præſentem Seſimem & hoc Convece« 
leni Negotium in flatu quo et, ac etiam Contumacias & Aſentias Reliquorum Epiſcoporum & 
Prelatorum difte Provincia Cant Citatorum & Premoniterum & non comparen uſq; ad & 
i", Ke. Reg. Bonner, Lond. Fol. 339, &c. | 
(f) Unde Continuavit in Diem Ven 21 Apr. in ſiatu quo eft. 
(x) Er C outin? — Certificatoria in ſtatu quo nunc ſunt uſq; &c. 
(b) Afts Convoc. 1562. Sc. 3. &c. 
0 Reg. Chichley, Fol. 79: 6. 
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© before treated y thim, de ;bus Concluſſb finalis J. 44 non erat 

© particular] of 4 which owe to A übt for the Pope — 
te Hereticks of Bobemia, Exhortans Clerum ut de materia illa Communica- 

'  * rent fialiter Concluderent in eadem. | | 
Whether Archbiſhop Warbam continued his Convocatien Anm 
tg. in the ſame form of Words that his Predeceſſors had uſed, the 
Acts of that Synod being loft, we cannot tell; but by his Mandate 
© for reſuming of it, Nov. 13. 155. it appears that he muſt have ufed 
* ſome Form or other of like Import. He takes notice in that Inſtru- 
mem, (1) That certain Aﬀairs and Matters concerning the Pr fit, Huncur and 
© Defence of rhe Church of England, and the Liberties of the ſame, bad been 
treated of by that Convocation, of which ſome, by Reaſon of the Difficulty of 
© the Things themſelves, others thro" the abſence of feveral of che 
© Members of it, remain d as they ſtill continued to be izexpedita & in- 
© determinata ; and therefore to the end, that ſuch difficult Affairs and 
Matters mighe not remain unfiniſhed and undetermined, to the great | 
© Prejudice, not only of the Church of England, but of the Church 
© Univerfat, but might, upon mature Deliberation, be determined: 
© he prorogued his Convocation to che 13th of Nov. next, and thought c 
© fir co re-ſummon the Prelates and Clergy, that they might not fail e 
c 


- 


© to come ar the time appointed, Una Nobiſcum in dicta Convocatie 
« fue Saera Synedo Provincial Preceſſuri Viſuri & Audituri & ſus Sacra 

© Conſilia & Auxilia ſuper premiſſis & aliis premiſſa concernent, impenſuri, &c. 
© FI) The fame was done by the Prior, &c. of Canterbury, after the 
* Death of this Archbiſhop in his Mandate dated Feb. 10. 15 32. Two 
© Prorogations had been made by Royal Writ, both mentioned in the 
Mandate ſent to the Biſhop of London, for continuing the Convoca- 


© tion, yet wt Ormnis ambiguitatis Scrupulus & Occaſio de & ſuper Procuraii- 
Cris, &c. & aliir in ifa, eadem Con vocatione attis & Geſtis & in piſte- f 
© rum agendis tollatur & auferatur ; the Mandate directs Summons to be i. 
© 5fſued our ſor all the Members ro meet upon the 17th of March fol- © © 
© lowing, ad omnia & ſingula in preſenti Convocatione inchoata & pendentia d 
« 4a & Ge & Exercen & exequend Tractand & Communicani Wl © ni 
© ſung; Confilia e. Anxilia fuper eis impenſur, &c. And this notwith- c 
© ſtanding the Death of the Archbiſhop fince their laſt Aﬀembly. 0 
© Cardinal Pools Convocation, Anne 1558. was call'd by Author BW * re 
© of the Queen's Writ, and was held at the ſame time with the Parlis- J 
© ment of that Year. The one was prorogued from March the 7th to Bl H 
© Nov. the 5th, the other from March the 8th to Nov. the 11th, and | 
' AC 
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(+) State of the Church Append. No. 136. 
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(jet after the Example of [Arch-bihhop; Chieblty before-mientiomed,' he 
[ prorogued it n ſtats 7 nunc et as the other had done before. 
Archbiſhop Par ler caminncd his Convocation, |dwmno 1 562. ev 
r geſſion in ſatu quo wene off from the 11th of Jan. (its ft Mecring ) 
© to the 14th of April following, It was then prorogued (in Obedi- 
© ence to the Queen Writ ) to the 3d of October following; and it 
© was continued in the ſame Form, and with the ſame Limitations it 
t had all along been. before, Cuntiausuit & Prorega vit eandem Compoogs 
t touem in ſtatu qua nunc oft u ad in Tertium Diem Menfis OS. 9 
© We have ſtill remaining in the Acts of that Convocation two 
other Entries of the further Centinuations of the fame Snod, by Order 
© of the Royal Writ, and the Form; by which they were made, is the 
« {ame with that we have before ſet down; and it is not to be doubted 
but that were the Schedules themſelves remaining, we ſhould find 
© them exactly agreeable to thoſe that are now in uſe in this patticu- 
lar, as we are ſure the Entries which were made upon them in the 
Acts of that Aſſembly are the fame that continue to be made in our 
Books at this Day. For what has been done ſince in relation to this 
* Matter, we refetr our ſelves to the Paper which we before agreed 
il « upon, and which was by Order of this Houſe ſent down to the Cler- 
* « py for their Satisfaction, adding the following Inftance to thoſe we 
hee therein mentioned, of Buſineſs continued after a Prorogation 
LC, made purſuant to a Real Hit. | Wy 
the In the Convocation held Feb. 16. 1542. Seſſ. 20th, oar ancient Eu- 
wo tracts take notice of fou Petitions made by the Clergy to the Upper 
* Houſe, Feb. 23. the laſt of which is thus briefly exprefs'd, De Decimis 


ca- Solvendis. | - 
rat» The Convocation fat till May 4th, and was then continued in 
oft Obedience to the Royal Wrir to Nov. 5. 154% On the 5th of New. 
o be WW © it was by Order of another Royal Wir prorogued further to the 15th/ 
fol- RY © of Fan. following. From thence ic fate to the firſt of Fel. without 
Inti © doing any other Buſineſs that appears, but chooſing and preſenting a. 
icand new Prolocutor in the Room of Dr. Gase, who: was dead. 329 
wich On the firſt of Feb. there is an Entry in the Extracts of chic Comvo- 


* cation, Qu Die Rev. & Patres Secreto admoumerunt evs (clerum ! «3 exbibe-- 
" rent Billas ſuas de Derimis Salvendis. in 4H 

It can hardly be doubted, but that as the Petition of: che Lower 
„Houſe, and Anſwer. of the Upper, are both ſet down, in che very 
' [one Wards; fo che latter was the, Reſult of what. the Biſhops bach 
thought fit to be done with relation to the former, and by Conſe- 
i _ that ehey went on after tw] O Rare Prorog otions im u Conli-- 
: Eration of what had been preſented to them ſo long before. 


From. 


"Ny 
Prom the foregoing Papers it is hoped the Reader will ſee that the 


Biſhops had good Reaſon to tick to their antient Methods of proceed. 
ing in the Baſineſs that lay before the Convocation, which was never 
before looked on to be broken off by Prorogations upon the Royal Writ 
as the Buſineſs of Parliament is known to be by Prorogations there. And 
if the Letter Her Majeſty ſent to the Convocation with Heads of Buſi. 
neſs at their firſt Meeting, ſubſiſted at this Meeting alſo as well as Her 
Licenſe; what Pretence can there be for an Interruption in the Pro- 
greſs that was made upon the Matters therein recommended ? Eſpecial. 
ly when theſe Reporters ſay that the Paper they fent to the Upper 
Houſe upon the Head of Excommunication, the firſt Year, lay at le; 
ten Months before the Biſhops, which it could not otherwiſe do, than by 
ſuppoſing that it lay before them all the Interval of Convocation, not- 
withſtanding the ſeveral Prorogations upon the Royal Writ, at and af. 
ter the Receſs. e | Ge e PEO 


And if the Queens Letter did not ſubſiſt (as according to the Rule 
of Parliament it could not) there was no pretence for proceeding 
upon that Letter in the way of the Lower Houſe, any more than in 
the way of the Upper. But it is indeed a groundleſs Imagination, to 
ſuppole the Convocation, either of Right'ty'd down to, or in Fac to 
have followed the Methods of Parliament, in carrying on the Buſineſs 
depending before them. The Biſhops were, upon this Occaſion, at 
the Pains of ſtating a Compariſon between the Methods of Summo- 
ning, Holding, Continuing and Diſſolving theſe two diſtin& Bodies; 


and could not but obſerve à great many Differences between them, in 


almoſt every part. 


As to the preſent Diſpute, it will be ſufficient to obſerve here, Two 
very material Differences, relating to che Bufinefs of theſe ſeveral 
Aſſemblies. The whole Buſineſs recommended by the Crown to the 
Parliament, falls upon the Prorogation of i:; while that which was 
recommended to the Convocation, was ſuppoſed even in this Caſe to 
lye ftill before it, though ſeveral — — upon the Royal Writ 
had interrened. And as there is this difference between them in the 
entring upon Buſineſs, ſo there is yet a greater in the Concluſion of 
it. For when any thing has gone the laſt time through both Houſe; 
of Parliament, and wants only the Royal Aſſent to make it a Law, it 
falls to the Ground, if it has not that Aſſent before the Prorogation 
of the Parliament: Whereas that which has finally paſſed both Houſes 
of Convocation, lyes before the Crown capable of Ratification, in 

ie a only 
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after a. Protogition upon this Roy il Writ] bub 6ven after the 
oo ation of ie weed, DS VI! N fith F, ei ee 


And it is ſo far from being an Advantage to the Syed, to have all 
is Buſineſs follow the State of Buſineſs in Parliament, chat it would 
be a great Inconvenience to it, to be. interrupted in the Courſe of. 
their Proceedings by every Prorogation of the Parliament, that Reaſons 
of civil Policy which have no relation to them, ſhall at any time 
require. And yet this muſt unavoidably follow upon the new Notion: 
of the neceſſary Concurrence of Parliament and Convocation : A No- 
tion as little to the Benefit of the Church, as it is agreeable to the 
Conſtitution of it. 


What reaſon then had the Biſhops to depart from the Method in 
which they propoſed to 62 on with the Buſineſs recommended by Her 
Majeſty, for the ſake of a Fancy fo lately ſtarted, and fo little ſup- 
ported ? But theſe Complainers ſay, p. 39. that the Lower Houſe ap- 
le ined a Committee to conſult of ſume Expedient in this Caſe.” They did fo 

br it does not 7 5 your that the Report of that Committee did ever paſs 
in heir own Houſe, much leſs was any ſuch Expedient propos d by 
to dem to the Upper Houſe; and yet the Reader of the printed Report 
to vill be apt to think it was, from the Words immediately following; 
of; whereupon an Application was made to their Lordſhips upon that Head, &c. 
This 2pplicati-n which they refer to, was brought to the Upper Houle, 
May 14. when a great Progreſs had been made in new Buſineſs which 
ſtood clear of the Diſpuce ; and when the Convocation was drawing 
0an-End. Nor was there any Expedient propoſed in it, but only 4 
ere that the Biſhops would think of One: Whereas if there could 
ave been any found out, it ought to have come from thoſe who 
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wo iſed the Difficulty, but were ſo far from propoſing any, that at 
ral i very time they offered to the Biſhops ſome Papers according to 
the | 


Ficir own Scheme of Proceeding, which the Biſhops had told them 
fore they could not receive, e. 01 canon omg 

But though the Biſhops had no Expedient propos d to chem, they 5 | 

d long before this, agreed among themſelves upon the 'only One | 


n of ey could think of, to prevent this Meeting of the Convocàtion's 
uſes ing wholly unuſeſul; and that was to enter on ſome other Buſineſs 
„ it e ſtood clear of the preſent Diſpute. And the particular Buſmeſs 
tion e picch'd on as entirely free from Exception, and which ſeemed to 
zuſes em to be more immediately called for, was the Preparing 4 Form for 
not enfecrating of Churches, ' c. Y #347 50003 WT 
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This they cold the Lay: aer Houſe they wore employed in, 14 
the eames: fo Seflion after they received the — — Geiges 


when they gave the Lower Houſe their Reaſons why they could not 


be determined by ic ro look upon the Conwocatiom as. a Kc fen 
Putliament, in which all Matters depending were to begin again de wy - 
after a Prorogation «pom the Royal Hirt. 
This Buſineſs cherefore, whioh is the only one that was entirely 6. 
niſhed by the Subſcription of the Conyocation, did certainly begin with 
the Biſhops: Nor do the Reporters deny it, though they make but a 
ſlender Acknowledgment of it; and their profeſſed Advocate the Exami. 
ver in Oct. laft,N. 41. reckons this one of the Heads of Pufineſs of great uſe to 
Religion, which the Lower Houſe went upon, among thoſe of which they 
pretend to have had the beginning, without any mention of the Part 
which che Biſhops had in it. Let us ſee what Accoune the Reporters 
give of the Progreſs of this Matter. They tell us the Lower Houſe 
conſider ed and compleated it with all Go and Expedition, being received 
the 24 of April, and returned to their Lordſhips the 11th, with very many 
Amendments,. and the Addition of one Collett fir the Fifty new Cburcbei: 
Whereas this which they ſay was returned to the Biſhops, April 11, 
was not, according to the Books of the Upper Houſe, brought thither 
till My 14, above a Month aſter ; nor can it be pretended from the 
Books of the Lower Houſe, that it was ſo much as offered till April zo, 
nor that it plainly appears to have been offered then. They did indeed 


| 
ng up ſome Papers on that Day, when they were told that the Bj. 
ps could receive none, but eicher ſuch of the former Buſineſs a 
came in the way propoſed by the Upper Houſe, or ſuch. as contained | 
new Matter, as this Paper certainly did, and might have been offered 
without any Exception. But when they brought up, My 14. a Lit b 
of the Titles of the Papers they had offered before, with the Title of :: 
chis, This was not ſcored by them as the other Titles were, by way di 7: 
Wbt For brought up, La eee 
This Form br up, May IA. by t wer Houſe, wich their 
Amendments to it, was conſidered — by the Biſhops, and both 55 


Houſes ſoon came to an Agreetnent about it: After which it was liid 
before Her Majeſty for Her Peruſul and Approbation, and was {en 
back by Her tothe Convocation, to be ſubſcribed there, from whend 
afret it. had been ſubſcribed, it was returned to; Her Majeſty, with 
ref of Thanks to (Her Adajefty for Her gracious Anſwer in relation i 
Form Bees nnd Afuravre that at tbe next Meeting thty wonld nu ther 4 
Seen tu give Her Majeſty the 9 ion of feeing the Matters Sbe! 
rec ende. e to 4 1 C 7% 

Thus ended this Year's Meeting, but it will perhaps be expect 
that ſome Account ſhould be given, why the other Matters which . 


prehen | 
to favour the new Pretence of the Iwalidity of Bapri/m, adminiſtred by 
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ners, &c. and another for admitting f Convert s. ES 
And this Matter was under Conſideration, when the Biſhops found 


of the Form, of conſecrating Churches, &c. though not mentioned in Her 


Reporters mention, were not entered upon ; particulatly that Head of 
Buſineſs in her Majeſty's Letter relating to a Form for Viſitation" sf Priſo- 


$ 
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themſelves ar a ſtop, from the Difficulties of Proceeditig upon the Buſi L 
neſs they had begun. Bur it was thought more adviſeable” to conſider 


* 


Majeſty's Letter, as perfectly ſuitable to Her pious Encouragement of 


the building of Fifty new Churches, and upon that Account more im- 


mediately wanted: And not only ſo, but as it was a Matter that ſtood 


clearer of the preſent Diſpute, and was what the two Houſes were 


„ // oo RE : 
For as to the Form for admitting Converts from the Church" of Rome, and 
ſuch as wor rencunce other Errors; the. Biſhops had great Reaſon to ap- 
, from the Inclination they obſerved in many of the Clergy, 


— 


ſach as were nat Ppiſcepall; orduined ;, that the preparing ſuch a Form 


was very likely to'create great Diſputes between the two Houſes, and 
not end to the Advantage of Religion. And that they were not miſta- 


ken in this Apprehenſion, the Reception which their. Attempt to put a 


ſtop to this Innovation (contrary to the expreſs Determination of more 
than one of our Provincial Councils ſtill in force) met with in the 


Lower Houſe at chis time, and, the Indignicy with 'which it has been 

ſince treated by theſe Reporters, and their Friends without Doors, is a 

plain Demonſtration. 2 ws A nts eds ͤ Loaf, 9 
As to the Form for Viſitation of Priſoners, that poffibly might have 


been more eafily agreed on, had not the Firm which was prepared 


taken up the time: But though that Buſineſs yet remains to be done, 


The Poor Ne not been ſo much forgotten, as theſe Reporters com- 
A very good Form for that purpoſe was long ſince publiſhed _ 
by one of the Archbiſhop's Chaplains, and has been very well received . 


plain. 


dy thoſe that have uſed it: Whether theſe Reporters or their Frlends 
have taken che ſame Care of thoſe poor People, they are beſt able to 


inform the World. N 


The Draught of an Act to promote and encourage Charity Schools, 


* 


the only remaining Labour of thie Lower Houſe, which the Re 
complain of as fruftrat 


„ Was trot brought to che Upper till My 14, 


orters 


when'ch& Pax anne eee ee Were drawing to an end, and 


the few Biſhops tHet "could ſtay in Town, had: no more time than” to 
go through the Amendments made by che Lower Houſe,to rhe Form of. 


conſecriting Churches, &c. and when, ifthey codld/ have diſpatchet] the, 
other to their” Satisfaction, there was no hopes of gerting it paſs'd into 
a Law while the Parliament ſat. So that all the Eaſineſs that was dne 

| F this 
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_ © we moſt 83 pray that Your Majet 


(44) 


this Near, was not only, begun by the Biſhops, but: 'h | 
de the Teng e Rag th 


In the next Year ceo | 


2 


Wh 


he. ſe did. n et till juſt before. Eſter 
ſo that, che Afrendance_ of « 5 de de 1. 0 atone 
could not be expected, till that Feſtival was, over. Wien they met, the. 
ficſt thing: they entered upon was an,Addreſs to Her l jelly on, the 
Goncluſion of the Peace; Of which an Account has ee 
in Print, and Jhall again be Publiſhed herę, that the Reader may have 
the whole Stats of the Controverly between, the to Houſes before lim 
i ow . Wo} | 


On Medneſday the 22 of April, 1713, the Preſident and Biſhops ſent 
don to the Lower Houſe the Form of an Addreſs to be preſented to 
Her Majeſly, in the following Words 
„WII Your Majeſty's moſt. dutiſul and loyal Subjects, the Arch- 
«© e bing, and Biſhops, and  - of che Province of Cen- 
« terbury, in Convocation aſſembled, having oen. 194 the Honour to 
* wait on, Your Majeſty to congratulate the glorious Succeſſes of War, 
ce do now humbly beg Leaye to preſent our Congratulations for the 
cc Concluſion of it by a PEACE, which. we heartily pray may. prove 
« glorious to Your Majeſty, advantagious to Your People, and a laſt- 
"1298 bleſſing te all Europe. ieee 

It is with great Joy that we hear the repeated Aſſurances which 
<« Your Majeſty is pleaſed to give to Your People of Your Zeal for the 
« ProteſtantSucceſſion, and of Your pewe& Friendſhip with the Houſe of 
© Hanover: And we can look upon none as Friends either to Your Ma- 
ce jeſty or their Country, who do not deſire that this may be conſtantly. 
ce cultivated on both Sides, and that none of the Friends of the Preten- 
ce der to Your Throne, nor any other, may be able to leſſen. a Friend 
*« ſhip ſo neceſſary to the Preſervation of our Church and Religion, and 
6 all that is dear to us. C 

The Zeal Your Majeſty has been pleaſed to.expreſz for the promo 
ce ting of Piety, and the ſuppreſſing of Irreligion and Profaneneſs a- 
« among Your People, lays a further Obligation upon us to do all we 
«"can/in our Stations to anſwer Your e piqus Deſign,, Andas, 


* 


| zeſty. may ly Jang to ſee the 
“ good Effect of all Your Endeavours for the Happineſs of Your Peo- 
« ple; ſo we beg Leave to aſſure Your Majeſty, that it. Hall bg, our 
« conſtant Care to ſtudy the Things that make for, Peace, and to per- 
« ſwade thoſe who are committed to our Charge, to ſhe W all Returns 
708 Gratitude and Obedience that are due to ſo good, and gracious a 
nn of 14 81 


— 


>> : i 


1 oF? 


— 4 8 gige end ” 
© April 29. Dr. Bridges, the ſubſtituted, P locyrar den. 
(ben +; the Lowle T8 brought up 05 eſide 5 the 
1 


e Preſident and Bi 
« following Paper, which he read to the Upper. Houſe, and delivered 
to the Prefidene, geber with the F | 1754 | Ire | —— by 
© the Lower Houſe, The Paper which he read was in theſe Words: 
8 H 'r | pe , 44 eat J 11122 4ʃ 110 nigh 
ce ower Houle have commanded me to a int your, Lord - 
T ſhips; that they have engere the Pol of an Addreſs ſent 
down by your Lordſhips, and are of Qpinion, chat it is no! ways 
© proper ſor them to agree to the ſaid Form, . which ſeems to chem not 
©* to'expreſs a becoming Joy for the great. Ieifing. of Peace, nor a due 
« Confidence in Her Maely; doe has, ↄn the contrary, fuch, Paſſages 
© in it as are in both theſe Reſpects liable to a ſuſpicions. Senſe: Nor 
« have 23 able, by any Alterations, or Amendments, ſo far t 
alter the Tendency of it, as to make it 3 to join in,. 
© They have therefore drawn up another Form, which they have 


* ordered me to offer to your Lordſhips for your Concurrence, if your 
e Lordſhips will pleaſe to receive it. 10d 2 


Lo 
C 1 


1 „ ö 1 nod 8111 © 

© The Preſident and'Biſhops thought them{elves very, ill uſed by the 
Lower Houle in this extraordinary Meſſage ; and. as, the Wettmin#er 
© Election, which was to take up the Feru/alem,Chamher, for ſome Days; 
© drew on, they appointed a Committee of all che ed the to conſider of 


© this Paper in the mean Time; And having ordered, the Addreſs gf the 

* Lower Houſe to lie upon the Table, prorogued the Convocation to 
; Wedneſday May 13. | ; net 2607 2781 I. * 

On that Day the Committee made their Report, and the Houſo 

: _ to this Reſolution, which they ordered to be entered on their 
ooks. | | | 


Rx Paper brought up from the Lower Houſe, the laſt, Seſſion. b 
TL Dr. Bridges 445 ſubſticured : 6 Lower e wath 1— 
Members of that Houſe, in which they declare that is is no ways pro- 
«per for them to agree to the Form of an Addreſs ſent down by the 
* Preſident and Biſhops, is the greater Diſreſpe& to them, ſer being 
the Repetition of an Attempt Which was never perſiſted in by the 
* Lower Houſe before, ſave only in the Caſe of the Addreſs which was 
*.{8nit down by the Upper Houſe Ne 14, 17053 and which, then 
put ſich a Stop to the Proceedings 92 Convocation, as N to 
7% 10 * n 2 NAaye 


in the laſt, with ſome other ſmaller Alterations, 


( 44 ) 
© have with-held the Lower Houſe from beginning the ſame irregular 
* Practice again. Nen 7 477 Gul 2 3 bc i . 
des Fur jn ehe preſent Caſe the have not only taken apon them to 
rel fet aſjdè the Form of an Addreſs drawn, up. by the Bilbops,: without 
re offering any Alterations or Amendments ;. but have very 1ndecent!y 
i declared what cannot poſſibly be true, That they could not by any 
ce. Alterations or Amendments make it fit for them to join in. | 

And the Reaſons they give for this are a further Aggtavation of 
their diſreſpectful Uſage of thoſe to whom they owed more Duty 

while they very i uch krgat their Superiours, as wanting a e 
“ Confidence in Her Majeſty, and expreſſing themſelves in Words 
ce Jiable to a ſuſpicious Senſe; which are ſuch Imputations as the Bi- 


_ © ſhops are ſure they have no way deſerved, and which it very ill' be- 
comes their Presbyters'to caſt upon them. In 


The Biſhops cannot but think it very extraordinary, that their for- 
e mer Addreſs, which expreſſed the utmoſt Confidence! in Her Ma- 
5 jeſty, ſhould be rejected by the Lower Houſe, atd their preſent 
treated with the ſame Indignity, as expreſſing too little: But they 
* have this Satisſaction, that they have 8 in both according 
ta their Judgment and Duty, and the Truſt repoſed in them; and 
© therefore they hope the Clergy of the Lower Houle will for the ſu- 
* ture conſider ſuch Matters more calmly, and act more agreeably to 
ee that Station they have in the Church. _. 1. 

„The Biſhops cannot think it reaſonable to take that Form of an 
« Addreſs brought up by the Lower Houſe into their Conſideration, 
* ſince the Lower Houſe have ſhewn fo little Regard to that which 


* was ſentdown to them from the Upper. 


© When this was done, the Preſident and Biſhops deſpairing of being 
able to continue upon this Foot any good Correſpondence: with the 
© Lower Houſe, and conſidering withal that the Feſtival was now nigh 
© at hand, and that few Members of the Lower Houſe remained in 
© Town, prorogued the Convocation to June 3. 
© Five Days alter N ation, when neither Houſe was ſitting, 
© the Prolocutor, with fome Members of the Lower Houſe, attended 
© by ſeveral Clergymen who were not of that Body, waited upon Her 
« Majeſty with a pater Addreſs, which differs a little from that which 
© was left upon the Table of the Upper Houſe. In the firſt Paragraph 
© the Words the Liwer Houſe of are added; in the fourth, after the Word 
© Friendſhip, the Words there is are omitted; and there is a Tranſpoſition 
When and where 


© theſe Amendments were made is beſt known to the Members of the 
© Lower Houſe, wioſe Addreſs is here printed as it is publiſhed in the 
© Gatette. * May 


( 
one it leaſe our, Ad 2 17 gr; > SHLowbA 90 1 ** 42.3 18, yu : 
«IX EY | r Majel L Pl 3ndiJoyal-5bbjeds, che Clergy of 
MV che Province of Cin the; Lou Hef Convocation 
« Afſembled,, beg Leave Fe ABR each Your Majeſty with;hidare full of 
« Tliankfulnęſ⸗ or fall the Bleſ ned haye flow'd flom Your Wile 
| | 0 


« teit Wifdomxand Vigilance, ſupported by be-, and Courage. 


3 


“ ing but that, t. will every, way anfwer the Intentions of Your Royal 
© Heart, and the Expectations of Your People, and be fruicful of the 
* happieſt Conſequences to this Church and Kingdom: Amon 
„ which. we are aſſured Tour Majeſty reckons the Opportunity You 
© will have, of cultivating the /Ar:5. of Pegce, and giving an effectual 
„Check to that Torrent of Hereſy, Irreligion, and Prophaneſs, 
« which has for many Years, been flowing in upon U. 
| * We intirely rely on Your Majeſty. for hat Lou have done, or 
© ſhall do, to ſecure, the Proteſtant Succeſſion (the great Object of 
our future Hopes ;) and We acquieſce in thoſe Aſſurances Vou have 
© been pleaſed to give of the perſoct Friendſhip between Your Maje- 
a ſty and the Houſe of Hanover, which no one can ſuſpect, er will 
7 « endeavour. to interrupt, that either beats a Loyal Mind towards 
C 4 Your Majeſty, or has a real Regard for the Intereſts of that Alluſtri- 
h * ous Family. ae cn 4 Iu 1 
n * May God, who has made Your, Reign more Glorious, make it 
* alſo, more Laſting than that of * of Your wa Predeceſſors, und 


g, grant You, the Satisfaction o ſeeing the appy Effects of che 
2d peace, which by, Your Majeſty He, hach given to Europe, |: 4 £51! * 
er We humbly beg Leave to aſſure Your: Majeſty, That to theſe our 
ch Prayers we will not fail to join our utmoſt Endeavours for promoting 
ph IWF the Eaſe and Happineſs of Your Majeſty and Your People, by ſtudy- 
rd ing the Things which, make for Peace, and by perſwadinigthoſe who 


on are committed to our Charge, that laying aſi ar wp leis Jealou- 
ers ſes, they may pay all poſſible Returns of Gratitude and Obedience 
the due to ſo Good and Graciqus a Queen, Is 40115950 390701 nen: 
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dation there epaſd be for tie Clergy of 


© By comparing theſe two Addredles,e gen Reader will ſee be 


he Eower Holt © to lay, 
© .they,coulll not by any Alterations or Amen I erbe Mac 
* of th the Upper Houſe fit\foreKetr to jtin in: by 
more Foundation for xis chan cam be preten ed, 
warranted he Clergy-of the Lower Houle to go an A 1 80 arate Fr 
*, drels;; which isnt oy a very great prawn but par the tore 
c irregular in them, conſidering the Teuderneſs with Which the Bi. 
* ſhops treated the Lower Heu in the Caſe of "the former Addreſ; 
* Nouember 14, 1051 NY 
For when Her gelt had "oO pleaſed dur A little before, in Her 
Speech from the Throne, te 2 75 with 3 that” fomt bad beck f. 
very malicious, as 'tven in Print to fi the Nase England, 4 by 
0 * — eftablifhed, to be in Dunger at IE me; and both es of Par- 
— had by their Addreſſes aſlured Hr Nö bow much they 
edrall: ſuck Saggeſtions; Arehbiſt 0 Hiſfhops coat. 
wee ri obliged to do the ſame in che geen alſo, anc 
© drew up the Form of an Addreſs for that'Purpe 
| © This Form was then rejected by the Lower Houſe, who prepatec 
another Form of their oon; which however hey c Nr think fig 
c to preſent ſeparately at that Time: And thou Ah Roh had Oc 
* cahott; enouglsgiren them to have preſented 18 add had 
© made, yet they had that Regard tothe Eower Hottfe, and ai De 
a ice of preferving the Unity of the Synod,” that they did not reſen 
as they might juſtly have done, the Nigg y that Was put upo 
them but comented themſelves with ont enjerfig in their ow 
© Books::forne: Obſervarihs” po the iregtkar Proceedings of thi 
© Lower Honfed «1 
© Whether the Lower Nodſo Hate obſerved the ſame Tempet in 
© their prefent Condact,! of hure had eat due Regatd £6 He Sbbrdn. 


© tion of Presbyters to their Biſhops, or that 1 for the TH 5 0 
Church which they oughtalwaysro-ſhew, ot have iced; 
© the Aſſurancenties gave Hee Majefty” ih” this've ery" Adure 8 05 * 


© ſtudying ru Ti icht alt r Price, is left to the 5 of a 
© ſuch as will impartially: conſider the Cale chat is t = de fo efore the 

This is the Relation! that was pübfiſneck of tlie late Cafe i Convorati 
concerning an Addi proroſdul roi be Preſen upon dl 


e % Her 1105 
Concluſton off the Trace ;- und — et derbe Ho 8 50 P 


ran into: de jeh Mecring, And; ht age che Biibps Had in it 

tha Loweri Houſe, willlnet wonder chat they did ndt ente upbn an 
of the Buſineſs that was left unfitiſhed, -tho' they had, at the Cloſe 
their former Meeting, aſſured Her Majeſty; That they would uſe th 
beſt Endeavours to bring it to a happy Concluſion. 7 


dy thi 
neſs 

Knce 
out 


Try BP TOS > +I, 19, - CY , eee 1 1 
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5 C) | 

The. Reader · has no. the fall'Accoiind) of this qlaſt Coo mtjõ⁰n ber 
ls. hic, and, wille be able) to, judge fob himſelfa wharrgrownd cheſe 
Leporters had to complain of the Biſppy in the manner cheyde. He 
bes hon much was done in, the firſt Ter, and how great a Share of 
e Trouble che Biſhops had in it ; hom they paſſed over ſeveral irte- 
- Wwlar, Steps of the Lower Heuſe, rather than obſtruct ther Bſingls 
e chich Her, Majeſty: had recommended when' they! migiit have juſtly: 
. Wnzde a ſtop almoſt upon every Head, as ſcarce any Paper they ſent 
{own upon it was returned to them in a regular manner. They could 
got but alla obſerve: other Innovations which came to their Know- 
dee, tho they did not oceur in the Courſed of that Buſineſs that was 
0 be tranſacted between them. Such gras tiieir ſending imo the Coun. 

, aſter the manner of the Houſe of Commons, for an ον,Hnt of 
flections, without the Direction or Priuity of che Upper Houſe. Such 
25 their obtaining a ſeparate ren of Her Majefty's Gracious An- 
er to the firſt Addreſs, and the having it reported in their on 
dule, without ſtaying to receive it from the Upper, as till then had 
ways been practiced: When in/ this Inſtance the Probocutop being! 
it lor to the Upper Houſę to receive ti was ploaſs d ton tell the Bi- 
Wors, That he had reported. it already beſo w: 
They did not indeed hold any Istermredinte Sefions in this laſt Con- 
cation; but they took care to keep up their Claim to them by the 
De ethod they took in the Adjournment of their own Houle; as they” 
ſen A it ; which, leaſt it ſhould not appear plain enough at the Cloſe Gf 
upolfſhery Seflion, we find, in the Bock of the Lower Houſe, at the end 
oui the firſt Meeting of the Convocation, this following Entry. 

NY - 1, MEMORANDUM- | | 
II Form: uſed, by the Prolocutor, when preſent; at tht Cloſs of every Seſſion 
et i Convocation, before. be. Adjourn'd the Henſe; > wasias follows ; | 
rain 8 3 i 75 
of a n ond. Biſhops Cor cho; Biibope] dv adjurre'd Ils Syrodin 
tbly i Upper Hoſe ws —— Will you pleaſe J | 


oe now to adjeurm to t bat time? 


of ChenſWun, 15. 2727. en te 
"of 2 | Tho: Rouſe. 
E the Nor. Pub. 


3eatioWrom this Entry, it appears: how carefully the Lower Houſe ad- 
36H cd to their, own, new; and therefore unneceſſary Forms and Methods 

Diff Proceeding: Though they would not allow the Biſhops to inſift upon 
it fron, how known. and how eſtabliſhed ſoe ver. 

pon al he Reader will likewiſe obſerve from the foregoing Account, how 

Cloſe I. the Biſhops were the ſecond-Yearito have proceeded: npenithe' 

uſe thefiinels that was left unfiniſhed; had they not been Rop'doby-a new: 

tence. of the Lower Houſe, : which they could not give way to, 

II dot altering the ancient and known Methods of Convocation :' 

? WW. 3 that 


438) 
that when they were put to this ſtop; they ſet thetiiſelves de plephre x 
Form for Conſecrating Charehes, 8c. which, after thePains they had taken 
in it, was ſoon brought to Perfection. 
The Reader will fd che Biſhops to have had ſo great à part in all 
the Buſineſs} that was either proſecutediot finiſſiei i theſe tww Meet. 
ings, that he will notungech any further A peHæ¶ for them tang yer 
ii it be oon ſidered char'the-Biſhopv are few in Number,” compared wi h 
the Members of the Lower Houſe, that they are 'obliged to wok. 
{tant Attendance in Parliament,; and have beſides a great deal of their 
time taken up with the Buſineſs of their ſeveral” Dioceſes; he will be 
the more ſurpriaedito find them tepreſented by cheſe Regorters, as if 
they did hothing büt la) Obſtructions in the WR of every good thing 
chat was col be done. emmoaz to 9101 of 10 To nase 9129 $2218 „ 
And iti need not hs repeated ihow the ſhort Meeting of che laft Year 
went off, Without entring upon any more Buſineſs; which, if the 
Lower Houſe had really intended to do, they would hardly have treat- 
ed the Piſſicips in che manner:they did, inthe Cafe of the Addreſs pro. 
poſęditechs pteſehted to Hen ajeſt vy ne ot 
-:T his rings ue State of the Affairs of the laſt Convocation, it 
cannot but ſeem very ſtrange that any Perſons of that Character, which 
the Members ofthe. Lower hleuſe bear, ſhould be ſo induſtrious to 
ſpread ſo ill an Qpinion:of their Sup riors, as is not more plainſy than 
wrongfully intended, from: one end of this R t to the other.” And 
whereas jc %s oblgered ad the beginning, that this Ne port was nckr 4 
Mosth in drawing up, Mhich had beech dime fufftelent for plain and 
honeft Narrativezofi-che!Synodicat Proceedin £55 id müſtꝛbe conſt it 
was full little encugh, corifidering the Pim as well as the Art that js 
required, to invert the Order of Things, and blend them together, to 
ſuppreſs ſome. and magnife: others, * to draw faſſe Colours over ſo 
many Matters of Fact. | : r 
More Ioſtauces of this Manage menrimight have Beem given; burthel 
are enough; andi it is time to ſeuve the Readet tots d Reffechons 
7 5 the whole, and theſe Gentlemen to their 7 he Hie! Who, 
if they will ſtill go oñ to Rævile their Biſhops, had much better imploy 
their Shameleſs Aduicate the Examiner, he having promiſsd bis furthet 
Aſſiſtance i than dip zheir own! HafHds in fuch!tnfuirable Work. i 
The Biſflops domdt dee as yer a 1 e bai 
ter Uſage chan theythavevhittiers mee Witty, "utleR"rhe Promiticn oi 
choſe that oppoſe them, ſhould; 'by-dugrees, *eaihe® this Eaget Spin 
that is gone out apainft theds 5” When perh#ps* eſe Genclemen wil 
find: it out 6ftheir>Power to Retrieve that good Ofder and Govern 
ment, Which was in tio Church when they began theſe Diſputes, an 
which might fare continued to this time, if they had not Di 
ſturb d it. 00 lo boten nh 0! ens 0 OY 
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